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WEDNESDAY, MARCH 2, 1955 


UnIrep Sratres SENATE, 
SuscoMMITTEE To INVESTIGATE THE 
ADMINISTRATION OF THE INTERNAL Security Act 
AND Orner INTERNAL Security Laws, oF 
THE COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY, 
paeeernearn ape 

The subcommittee met, pursuant to recess, at Lo 

318, Senate ¢ tlic e Building, Senator James O. E atl in 
ae oni beommittee ) presiding. 

Present: Senators Eastland, McClellan, Daniel, Jenner, Welker, 
and Butler. 

Also present: J. G. Sourwine, chief counsel; Alva C. Carpenter, 
associate counsel; Benjamin Mandel, director of research; and Robert 
C. McManus, professional staff member. 

The CuHairnmMan. The committee will come to order. 

Proceed, Mr. Sourwine 


5 p. m., in roon 
ad (chairman of 


TESTIMONY OF HARVEY M. MATUSOW, ACCOMPANIED BY STANLEY 
FAULKNER, HIS ATTORNEY—Resumed 


Mr. Sourwtne. Mr. Matusow, can you furnish the committee with 
any documents tending to establish the truth of the te stimony you are 
now giving with regard to the falsity of your previous testimony ? 

Mr. Marusow. Some of the documentation, I believe, I have already 
agreed to, aud proof of the material in the book, some of those docu- 
ments. 

I think, sir, some things would have to be spelled out, and I would 
be able to determine or tell you if documentation exists on some of 
these charges. 

Mr. Sourwine. No; I want to give you ac ‘hance to tell the commit- 
tee on the record about any documentation, the whereabouts of which 
you know, or to present any. It is understood you are offering your 
book as documentation of what you now say is the truth. If you are 
now offering any additional documentation, I would like to hav you 
do it for the record now. 

Mr. Marusow. Well, certain documentation that appears in the 
book, I did not last week bring the proofs of that documentation with 
me, and the committee requested it, and I have brought that. For 
instance—— 

Mr. Sourwine. Those are the items which appear as plates or illus- 
trations in your book ¢ 

Mr. Marusow. Well, yes, sir; but they were not here last week. 
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Mr. Sourwinr. You have furnished the committee, however, with 
copies of the book, have you not ? 

Mr. Marusow. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Sourwine. That book is not a part of our record, but is an ex- 
hibit and has been identified, and has been sworn to by you as all the 
truth. 

Mr. Marusow. I might request, sir, that because some of the docu- 
ments or copies of them, which I will get the originals of, and forward 
to the committee by mail, registered mail, of these ver y documents that 
I am producing now, do have a bearing on some of the testimony out- 
side of the book. 

Mr. Sourwine. Well, you have been requested before now to let us 
have the originals of any of those documents. 

Mr. Marusow. That was a misunderstanding, sir. Last week I said 
I would bring the proofs, and I thought that is ; what you wanted. 

Mr. Sourwine. Now, aside from that material which appears in the 
book, is there any other documentation of which the committee ought 
to take notice ? 

Mr. Matusow. Well, I believe I mentioned correspondence with 
Mr. Paul Crouch in relation to the Federation of Former Communists, 
which I have stated I will submit to the committee. 

Mr. Sourwine. Now, precisely what is this document ? 

Mr. Matusow. Correspondence with Mr. Paul Crouch dealing with 
the Federation of Former Communists. 

Mr. Sourwine. Well, now, since it is hoped that we will be able 
to get through with your direct testimony today, in submitting that 
material will you send with it an affidavit identifying it that can go in 
the record with that material that you forward ? 

Mr. Marusow. I will do that, sir. 

(Witness confers with his counsel.) 

The CHarrMan. Mr. Matusow—excuse me. 

Mr. Marusow. Sir, will the—my counsel has just reminded me of 
a conversation I have had with him in the past about whether or not 
the photostatic copy of such documentation will be sufficient for the 
committee or if I send the photostat with an original, if the com- 
mittee will return the original to me. 

Mr. Sourwine. If you send the photostat with the original the com- 
mittee will return the original. If you do not have the original and are 
only able to send the photostat, please cover the situation in your 
affidavit ; identify the photostat as a photostat of an original, to w hich 
you can testify or whatever the situation actually may be. 

Mr. Matusow. All right, sir; no problem. 

Mr. Fautkner. All we are interested in is getting back the orig- 
inal. 

Mr. Sourwi1ne. We are only interested in getting the material before 
the committee in a proper manner and adequately ‘identified, 

If you had had it here today the witness could have identified it 
and it could have gone directly into the record. 

Mr. Matusow. There is one document of which the original is not in 
my hands, and I believe Mr. Drew Pearson in a column a few weeks 
ago mentioned that he had the originals of that document, which has 
bearing on my testimony, and I believe I offered to furnish it to the 
committee. That is the original of what I show you here, the six 
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handwritten notes from Arvilla Bentley, dealing with the trip to 
Nassau and the financial irregularities involved there. 

Mr. Sourwtne. That is the notes from your wife that you sold, Mr. 
Matusow—you sold Mr. Pearson for $250 ? 

Mr. Matusow. That is right; he has the originals. 

Mr. Sourwine. All right, sir. 

You are offering all that material to us now / 

Mr. Marusow. Yes, sir; these are proofs of the documents which- 

Mr. Sourwtne. Do you want to tell the committee where any other 
or additional documentation can be found or do you want to offer to 
produce any further documents? 

Mr. Marusow. I believe I have some other material here that the 
committee requested and that we had discussed. 

I have here two spools of wire from a wire recorder that are a true 
copy of the speech which I gave in Montana—l believe offhand, I don’t 
recall if it was Livingston or Red Lodge. 

Mr. Sourwtne. Does the tape show that ? 

Mr. Matusow. The tape does say where the speech was made. 

Mr. Sourwine. And the tape speaks truly on that point? 

Mr. Marusow. From the wire, and it is a true copy of a speech; 
I believe there was a slight break between reel 1 and reel 2 where a 
few words were lost, but other than that it is a speech, one of the 
speeches, made. 

Mr. Sourwtne. Does the speech speak truly as to where it was 
made ? 

Mr. Marvusow. Yes. 

Mr. Sourwrne. May that be received as the next numbered exhibit, 
Mr. Chairman. 

The Crarrman. Yes. 

(The two spools referred to were marked as “Exhibit 27,” and are 
on file with the committee. ) 

Senator Weikxer. Mr. Chairman, if the witness testifies that there 
has been a break in the wire recording or whatever it is, how is this 
committee to determine whether it was 1 paragraph or 50 paragraphs? 
I think we are getting on rather dangerous ground affecting the wit- 
ness as well as this committee, and I merely submit that to the 
Chair. 

The Cuarrman. It will be received. 

Mr. Matusow, did I understand a statement that counsel put to you 
in the form of a question, that you sold Mr. Drew Pearson some infor- 
mation regarding your own Ww ife for $250? 

Mr. Matusow. It was not my wife at that time, sir. 

The Cuarrman. You sold Mr. Pearson this information before you 
were married; is that right? 

Mr. Marvusow. Long before it; yes, sir; it is part of the record of 
yesterday ; yes, sir. 

The CuairmMan. I want to straighten the record. 

Mr. Matusow, you have st: ated that on past occasions you have 
maligned a number of individuals and have testified falsely under 

oath, that they are or have been members of the Communist Party, 
to your knowledge. 

{ have here a list of such individuals that I am going to send to 
you and ask you to identify which of them you testified falsely about. 

(Witness confers with his counsel.) 
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Mr. Marvsow. Do you want me to check them or read them ? 

The Cuarrman. Well, you can do either. It would expedite the 
matter if you would check them. 

[ will tell you, I expect you had better read them into the record. 

Mr. Marvsow. I would want to read them, first, and make sure that 
to my recollection they are names which I previously identified. 

Mr. S URWINE. Do you doubt, Mr. Matusow, the accuracy of the 

chairman’s statement that this is a list of persons whom you have in 
sworn testimony before congressional committees previously identified 
with the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Marusow. No, sir; but I think it is at all possible for a steno- 
erapher or typist to sale a mistake, and I would like to check that. 

Mr. Sourwrne. You were not asked, Mr. Matusow, to verify this 
list. You were only asked to read any names on this list who are 
persons concerning whom you have testified falsely. 

The Cuamman. Give him an opportunity now to do it, Mr. 
sourwine. 

(Witness confers with his counsel.) 

Mr. Fauitxner. Do you have a duplicate of this? 

Mr. Sourwtne. We will send for one. 

Mr. Fauixner. Will you give me a duplicate of this one? 

The Cratrman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Sourwine. Mr. Chairman, I believe, perhaps, the record should 
show that a copy of this is being furnished to Mr. Faulkner, the 
counsel for the witness. 

Mr. FautKner. Thank you. 

The Cuarrman. Please identify the list. It would save time if you 
would identify that list for the record, Mr. Sourwine. 

Mr. Sourwitne. Mr. Chairman, I apologize for not having done 
that sooner. 

This list, which has been furnished the witness, is a list prepared 
and checked by the staff of the committee, and purports to be and, 
to the best of my knowledge is, a full and complete list of those 
persons who have been identified with the Communist Party by 
Harvey Matusow in testimony, public sessions, before committees of 
the Congress pr ior to this series of hearings. I ask Mr. Matusow 
to identify the list which has been handed to the witness so that it 
may be admitted into our record. 

(Witness confers with his counsel.) 

The CHatrman. Are you ready to testify? Are you ready now, 
Mr. Matusow ? 

Mr. Marusow. T will read in the record, sir, the names of the people 
who T did not know as Communist Party members on this list. I 
presume that is what you wanted me to do, sir. 

Mr. Sovrwinr. The question was persons concerning whom you 
testified falsely. 

Mr. Matusow. All right, sir; T will start at the top of the list. 

The Cratreman. I think the press ought to have a copy of it. 

Mr. Sovrwinr. May I, Mr. Chairman, proceed with another ques- 
tion and come back to this in a moment when the copies are available? 

The CHatmrman. Yes. 

Mr. Matusow. Wait a second, Mr. Sourwine, please. 

(Witness confers with his counsel.) 

Mr. Marvsow. Thank you. 
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Mr. Sourwine. Mr. Matusow, while we are waiting for additional 
copie s to be made available, I want to see that the record spec aks clear ly 
on whether you have any additional documentation that you want to 
either furnish the committee or tell us about to sup port your present 
story as to when you have previously lied. 

Mr. Marusow. Well, you are -_ limiting it to my false testimony 
as opposed to my true testimony 

Mr. Sourwine. The committee is primarily interested in the ques- 
tion of the truth or falsity of your statements now or at another time. 
You are now stating that you are recanting a good deal of previous 
testimony, and I am asking about documentary evidence with regard 
to that testimony. 

Mr. Marusow. Just in relation to that ? 

Mr. SourwINe. Necessarily, I do not want to open the door to a 
production of documentary evidence on any and every subject that 
vou might want to bring before the committee. 
~ Mr. Matusow. Allright. I just wanted to make sure that you didn’t 
want certain material which I might be able to produce in relation to 
other witnesses against whom I have testified falsely. 

Mr. Sourwrne. We want you to make your own sele ction of mate- 
rial which you want to bring to this committee as documentation of 
what you now say is the truth. If you have any documentation 
respecting anything concerning which you have te stified to that you 
either want to give to the committee or tell the committee the where- 
abouts of, please do it now. 

Mr. Marvusow. I believe, sir, that documentation which does exist 
I will forward to the committee with the affidavits you requested 
covering such documentation. 

Mr. Sourwrye. And may it be understood that any such documen- 
tation which you do not forward to the committee by—whe nn would 
he fair. the first of next week? 

Mr. Marvusow. Sir, I have to be in El] Paso, Tex., and I think you 
want something done which can’t be done until I know what is going 
to happen in Texas and my appearance before the grand jury. 

Mr. Sourwine. Fix your own deadline. Within what time can 
you get that documentation in the hands of the committee? 

(Witness confers with his counsel.) 

Mr. Marvusow. I would want about 2 weeks from the day I return 
from E] Paso. 

Mr. Sourwine. That is a little indefinite. Would you say— 

Mr. Marusow. “WwW ell, the State of Texas might keep me there for a 
month; I don’t know, sir. 

Mr. Sourwine. I defer tothe Chair. This is for the Chair to decide 
how long you are to have. 

The Cuamman. We will give him a week after they are through 
with him in Texas. 

Senator Weiker. Do you understand the Chair’s order, 1 week 
after they are through with you in Texas? 

Mr. Marusow. At that time I am now to have all documentation 
that I think is relevant in relation to my testimony. 

The Cuarman. That can substantiate your testimony. 

Mr. Sourwine. All that you care to furnish to the committee or 

call to the attention of the committee for the purpose of substan- 
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tiating the testimony you have given to the committee in this series 
of hearings. : 

Mr. Marvsow. All right, sir. I don’t think it could be done in a 
week, but the Chair has ordered so, and it will be incomplete, I am 
sure, SIP. 

The Cuarman. All right; if you want 2 weeks, then—— 

Mr. Marusow. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrmman. All right; I will give you 2 weeks. 

Mr. Marvusow. Thank you, sir. 

Mr. Sourwine. Can you do it in 2 weeks, Mr. Matusow ? 

Mr. Marvsow. I believe so. 

Mr. Sourwine. All right. Then it is understood what you do not 
submit or call to the attention of the committee when they are through 
with you a? l'exas is to be assumed as outside the scope of what you 
desire to submit to the committee or to have the committee consider ? 

Mr. Marvusow. Well, you are setting up ironclad rules. I will have 
to abide by them, because that is what you say. 

Mr. Sourwrne. This matter is your choice. 

Mr. Marvusow. But, sir, I cannot say that 2 weeks and a day after 
I complete this, something else comes to my attention which I over- 
looked, and I think I doubt if there will be any such thing, but if it is 
important enough, I will send it to the committee and the committee 
may decide. 

The CuatrmMan. That is all right. Proceed 

Mr. Sourwitne. Mr. Matusow, have you st ated that while working 
in the children’s polio ward of a Houston, Tex., hospital—— 

Mr. Marvsow. No, sir; I said Dallas, Tex. 

Mr. Sourwine. Accepting the correction, have you stated that while 
working in the children’s polio ward of a Dallas, Tex., hospital, you 
found courage to undo the harm you sia caused many persons by 
testifying false Seals against them / 

Mr. Marvsow. Not quite that simple, sir. I said so in Judge Dim- 
ock’s court, part of an answer which I gave; that is, not a complete 
answer, sir. 

Mr. Sourwine. As a matter of fact, after you had left Dallas and 
gone to New York, didn’t you state and write that you were not trying 
to undo any wrong that you had done others; that you did not feel 
the wrong could be undone? 

Mr. Marusow. Are you quoting me, sir? 

Mr. Sourwine. I ask you if it is not true that after you had left 
Dallas and gone to New York you stated and wrote that you were not 
trying to undo any wrong that you had done others; that you did not 
feel the wrong ¢ — 1 be undone? 

Mr. Marusow. I don’t believe that the quote tells the thing or in 
substance says what I said in what I wrote, and I know what you are 
quoting from, sil 

You are leaving out the substance of that preface to—that I didn’t 
use in the book. I think that quote, you will find, on page 2 of the 
first preface draft. 

Mr. Sourwine. No, Mr. Matusow. It is page 4. 

Mr. Marusow. Page 4. Thank you. 

The CuatrmMan. Proceed. 

Mr. Sourwitne. What did I leave out, Mr. Matusow ? 
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Mr. Marusow. You left out the whole substance of what I said 
there. You read 2 lines or 3 lines of what, I believe, was 12 pages or 
11 pages. 

Mr. Sourwine. Well, wasn’t that the only point at which you spoke 
about the undoing of wrongs and your fee ‘ling that wrongs could not 
be undone, and the fact that you had no desire to undo wrongs ¢ 

Mr. Matusow. No, sir; I think, if you will take the last paragr: -_ 
of that, the quote from Robert Burns’ poem, “a man’s a man for 
that,” you will find out what I meant ee 

Mr. Sourwinr. As a matter of fact, weren’t you told by Mr. Kahn 
to change your line on that, and to ae your desire to undo, so far 
as possible, so far as you could, the harm that had been done? 

Mr. Marusow. Well, I don’t know what editorial note Mr. Kahn 
made on that, because it is very vague. I decided not to use the whole 
preface, but he might have felt the st: utement in that was a oor 
ambiguous, and your quoting, as you are, sir, proves to me maybe it is 
right ; it is ambiguous. 

Mr. Sourwine. Mr. Matusow, were you aware at the time you were 
giving information to the Federal Bureau of Investigation that it 
was a penal offense to give false information to the FBI? 

Mr. Marusow. No, sir. 

Mr. Sourwtne. Did you ever testify that you were paid by the FBI 
for lying? 

Mr. Marvsow. I don’t believe there is any testimony to that extent 
or to that substance; no, sir. 

Mr. Sourwine. Were you ever paid by the FBI for lying? 

Mr. Marusow. Not that I know of. 

The Cuatrman. If you had been paid by the FBI for lying, Mr. 
Matusow, who would know better than you? 

Mr. Marusow. Well, I say, sir, not that I know of. At no time 
during the present hearing or at any time have I tried to insinuate 
that the FBI was responsible for any of my lies. 

The Cuamman. Your answer then is a str: aight “no;” is it not? 

Mr. Marusow. All right, sir. The answer is in the record. 

The Cuatmrman. No hedging. 

Mr. Sourwine. Mr. Chairman, the other day I asked for insertion 
in the record of a ee of items from the Daily Worker showing 
how— 

The CHarrman. That will be admitted. 

Mr. Sourwitne. And I would like to ask Mr. Matusow, did you 
read, sir, an article in the Daily Worker March 1, 1955, with the 
title “Corrupt Justice Department Bared in Matusow Confessions?” 

Mr. Marusow. No, sir. 

(The article referred to was numbered “Exhibit No. 28” and appears 
below :) 


CORRUPT JUSTICE DEPARTMENT BARED IN MATUSOW CONFESSIONS 
(By William L. Patterson) 


Extremely grave dangers exist that the real issues presented to the American 
people by the confessions of Harvey M. Matusow will be distorted. These dan- 
gers are daily being aggravated by the methods now being emp a in the many 
grand jury, court, and congressional committee hearings before which he 
called. Undoubtedly there is a conscious desire and intent to obscure 
picture. 
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The spotlight of American public opinion, of world opinion for that matter, 
must be turned upon the role played by the Department of Justice, that agency 
of Government pledged to see that due process of law prevails in political trials 
as well as all others. The corruption of the Department of Justice is the real 
issue. 

The issue is not the mental state of Matusow, nor his avarice and/or his 
cupidity. The vital issues do not revolve around questions concerning the 
credulity or incredulity of the Justice Department or of the many judges before 
whom he testified. 

The Department of Justice has been exposed as repeatedly handling all manner 
of filthy lies, if only those lies could be used to besmirch the character and 
aims of the people whose convictions were so desperately sought. 

The question before the American public raised by the sensational disclosure 
of Matusow is: Why were those convictions so desperately sought that the 
Justice Department would act with criminal irresponsibility to secure them? 

The question is: Will that branch of Government—the Legislature—which, 
through its Senate Judiciary Committee, can investigate the Justice Depart- 
ment’s use of perjurers to imprison Americans, call such an investigation? 

The question is: Will the conscience of America be aroused to a degree that 
the demand for new trials will overwhelm all opposition, all cries to hush up 
these monstrous machinations? 

The mkenmaiataa press is seeking deliberately, frantically, to obscure these 
questions and make the present state of mind of Matusow the center of all in- 
vestigations. Matusow is an American product, born of the anti-Communist 
hysteria that has been the dominant characteristic of the cold war era. Matu- 
sow is not alone. The Department of Justice would not have been able to 
secure one conviction without the use of perjured testimony. 

The conspiracy charges made by the paid perjurers for that Department were 
an imperative necessity for such court proceedings, such congressional com- 
mittee hearings, such loyalty oaths, such Subversive Activities Control Board 
hearings as have taken place in this era. 

It is this fact that makes American officialdom so frantic. Matusow blasts 
one charge of conspiracy, the charge by which the Department of Justice sought 
to destroy the constitutional liberties of the people, and at once exposes the 
terrifying conspiracy of that Department to act as an instrument for Fascist- 
minded leaders of American life. 

Those who create Matusow must now seek to revive their artificial hysteria 
and a new wave of legal terror. The only preventative is the people. 

The Senate Judiciary Committee has a historic responsibility. Tell it so. 
It must investigate the Operation Perjury. 

A new trial is the least that should be granted in those cases where the Matu- 
sows, Johnsons, Bentleys, and Budenzes have performed. 

His revelations coniirm the need to free completely all those framed under 
the Smith Act 

The honor of the American people is at stake. 

Mr. Sourwine. Mr. Matusow, how many times did you talk with 
Bishop Oxnam during 1954? 

Mr. Marusow. Two times. 

Mr. Sourwrtne. Only twice; that is only on two occasions? 

Mr. Marvsow. On two occasions I talked to him. There might 
have been a phone call with Bishop Oxnam which would constitute 
a third talk, but not in the substance of your question. 

Mr. Sourwtne. Solely in the interests, Mr. Matusow, of speeding 
up this hearing in the hope, which is the hope of the committee, that 
we can conclude your testimony today so that when your attorney 
undertakes other matters he will not have to come back here with you 
again, I want to say that while we appreciate the material that you 
volunteer in response to questions, we will get along much faster if 
you will try to confine yourself to the bare necessary response. If 
whenever you feel that it is necessary in your own interest to explain 
an answer, you may have the chance to do that; but I will attempt 
in the questions to cover the points that the committee desires infor- 
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mation on, and long rambling answers volunteering information fre- 
quently will anticipate other questions and delay the proceeding. 

I hope where you can you will answer “yes” or “no” and keep it to 
that. 

Mr. Matusow. All right, sir. 

The CHarrMAN. Mr. Sourwine, go into the names now. 

Senator Weriker. Mr. Chairman, if I may interrupt, has it been 
ordered that the Daily Worker article of March 1, 1955, be admitted 
in evidence ? 

The CuHatrMan. Yes. 

Senator Wetker. Thank you, sir. 

Mr. Sourwine. Returning to the list which the chairman sent you, 
Mr. Matusow, will you name those persons whose names apear on that 
list concerning whom you testified falsely. 

Mr. Marvusow. I believe at this time, after looking at the list, and 
not having read the testimony, that some aspect of my testimony 
regarding each of these individuals, to the best of my recollection 
now, is false. 

The Cuatrman. That is every person ? 

Mr. Marusow. Some aspect of the testimony relating to these peo- 
ple is false. 

The Cuarrman. Now, what is the aspect? 

Mr. Matusow. Well, sir, that is what I asked counsel before, if he 
wanted me to show where I wrongly identified somebody or did I say 
somebody did something that the person didn’t do, to my knowledge; 
there are many aspects to this, sir; many ways to give false testimony. 

Sir, just so the record is clear on that last statement, there might 
be 1 or 2 names here that I did not give false testimony about, but 
at this time, not having read that testimony, I could not be sure of it. 

The CuatrMan. But in some aspect of your testimony, all of these 
individuals you testified falsely about ? 

Mr. Marvsow. I believe that it is possible and maybe probable that 
some testimony relating to each of these individuals—— 

The CHarmMan. Yes. 

Mr. Marvusow. Was false or left a wrong impression in that way 
being false. 

The Crarmman. Now, I have had that deliberately released to the 
press, and it is very imperative that in that state of an answer these 
individuals be given an opportunity to come forward to defend them- 
selves. I think we owe it, in full justice to the individuals and also to 
test whether or not, and in what particulars, Mr. Matusow is telling 
the truth. 

I hereby offer to each of these individuals, in the name of the Senate 
Internal Security Subcommittee, an op portunity to come forward to 
affirm or deny or explain the charges as to Communist Party affilia- 
tion which have been placed into the record by Mr. Matusow. 

Proceed, Mr. Sourwine. 

Mr. Sourwrne. Returning to the matter of your talks to Bishop 
Oxnam, sir, newspaper acc ounts have quoted Bishop Oxnam as saying 
in a speech at Evanston, Ill., that you came to him at a meeting in New 
York between sessions of something. Do you know what those ses- 
sions were? 

Mr. Matusow. No. sir; I don’t recall at this point. I believe he 
had some ministerial convention of some kind. 
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Mr. Sourwine. Now, you stated before the House Un-American 
Activities Committee that you met Bishop Oxnam not at a meeting 
but at a radio broadcast “not knowing he would be there and I intro- 
duced myself.” 

Mr. Marusow. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Sourwine. Now, what was the meeting at which you met him? 

Mr. Marusow. Well, it was at the radio broadcast, but he was be- 
tween sessions of some convention of some kind which he told me about. 

Mr. Sourwine. What was the radio broadcast ? 

Mr. Marvusow. I believe it was the Tex and Jinx show, Peacock 
Alley, at the Waldorf-Astoria. 

Mr. Sourwrne. Now, you introduced yourself? 

Mr. Marvusow. As I recall; yes. 

Mr. Sourwrne. How did you know him by sight? 

Mr. Marvsow. I didn’t. He was—somebody mentioned his name, 
as I recall, 

Mr. Sourwinr. Who pointed him out to you? 

Mr. Marusow. I don’t recall, sir. 

Mr. Sourwrine. In Judge Dimock’s court, Mr. Matusow, you testi- 
fied that you met Bishop G. Bromley Oxnam by chance on the publi- 
cation date of his book I Protest. 

Mr. Marvusow. That is right. 

Mr. Sourwinr. When was that? 

Mr. Marusow. I don’t recall the publication date, but that was the 
date. 

Mr. Sourwrnr. That was the date when you met him at the Peacock 
All V show ? 

Mr. Marvusow. I was told it was the date; it might have been the 
next day that the book was released, but it wasn’t a day or so off. 

Mr. Sourwinr. Was that the first time you had met him? 

Mr. Marusow. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did you have an appointment with him? 

Mr. Marusow. No, sir. 

Mr. Sourwtne. Did you, Mr. Matusow, tell Bishop Oxnam that 
you planned a trip to the Soviet Union ? 

Mr. Marusow. Oh, again, yes—not at that meeting, no. 

Mr. Sourwine. When did you tell him that ? 

Mr. Marusow. Oh, I think I told him that the same day I told that 
to Mr. Irons at the Justice Department back in June, May or June— 
it might have been April, of 1954. 

Mr. Sourwine. You are dragging in some more volunteer testi- 
mony. 

Mr. Marusow. Yes, sir; I want to show that the Government also 
knew of this thing. 

Mr. Sourwine. Mr. Matusow, you are testifying about a dead man, 
don’t you know it? 

Mr. Marvusow. David Irons? 

Mr. Sourwine. Yes. 

Mr. Marvusow. I did not know this. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did you tell Bishop Oxnam that you planned a trip 
to the Soviet Union; that is, did you in May 1954 tell him that? 


Mr. Marvsow. I did not tell him I was planning a trip; I believe 


I said “I have applied for a visa to go to the Soviet Union.” 
Mr. Sourwine. What did he say to that? 
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Mr. Marusow. I don’t recall what he said to that. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did vou talk with Bishop Oxnam about your book? 

Mr. Marvsow. I believe I did. 

Mr. Sourwitne. In what state was the book at that time? 

Mr. Marvsow. I believe I had done about a hundred pages. 

Mr. Sourwine. You had done a hundred pages? 

Mr. Marvsow. In draft; maybe 80. 

Mr. Sourwine. Was that the so-called McCarthy chapter? 

Mr. Marusow. Only part, about 15, 20 pages on that. 

Mr. Sourwine. The McCarthy chapter was 15 or 20 pages? 

Mr. Marvusow. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Sourwine. What was the rest of the material about? 

Mr. Marusow. The rest of the material dealt with thes portions of 
the book; I don’t recall what I had written. 

Mr. Sourwine. And did you show that material to Bishop Oxnam 

Mr. Marrusow. I don’t believe I showed all of it to him. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did you show any of it to him ¢ 

Mr. Marusow. I believe I did. 

Mr. Sourwine. Why would you show him only part of it? You 
kept it all together, did you not? 

Mr. Marusow. Certain parts were in a more final state and readable, 
and other parts were not, and in draft stage, and I didn’t show those to 
people. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did you show him the so-called McCarthy chapter ? 

Mr. Marvusow. I seem to recall doing so. 

Mr. Sourwiner. Did you show him any other part of the book / 

Mr. Marvusow. Not that I recall, but it is possible. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did you at that time ask Bishop Oxnam for money ? 

Mr. Marusow. I believe I asked him if he knew of anybody who 
would subsidize my book ; yes, sir. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did you in any other way ask him for money ? 

Mr. Matusow. I believe I borrowed a $5 bill from him. 

Mr. Sourwine. Have you paid it back ? 

Mr. Matusow. I haven't seen him since. 

Mr. Sourwitne. Have you paid it back ? 

Mr. Marusow. No, sir; I was a sneak. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did you tell him you would be willing to receive 
$1,500 toward publication of your book by receiving an anonymous 
telephone call from someone indicating that the money would be 
available? 

Mr. Matusow. Yes, sir; so as not to get anybody involved with 
that book by any such proceeding as this. 

Mr. Sourwine. Were you to know who the anonymous lender was? 

Mr. Marvusow. I didn’t want to know, and I wasn’t to know: that is 
right, sir. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did that indicate that you knew that anyone who 
might be willing to subsidize your book might not want it known that 
he had done so? 

Mr. Marusow. I knew that anybody who might subsidize my book 
would be persecuted by hearings such as this, and by the press because 
of the controversial nature of my book. 

Mr. Sourwine. Was that $1,500 that you suggested an exact amount. 
that you actually needed or was it just a figure you picked out of the 
air, an amount that you hoped maybe you could get 7 2 
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Mr. Marvsow. I estimated that $1,500 would cover me for 6 months 
and subsidize me for that time in the writing of my book. 

Mr. Sourwine. You asked a lot of different people for $1,500 each ; 
did vou not ? 

Mr. Marusow. I asked a lot of people if they knew of any pub- 
lisher or individual who would subsidize me in the writing of that 
book; yes, sir 

Mr. Sourwtne. Did you, Mr. Matusow, make to anyone else the 
suggestion you made to Bishop Oxnam about an anonymous tele- 
phone call from someone indicating that the money would be 
available? 

Mr. Marvsow. I might have. I don’t recall now who, if any. 

Mr. Sourwrne. Can you name any other person whom you ap- 
proached on this matter, to whom you made that proposition con- 
cerning an anonymous phone call? 

Mr. Matusow. I don’t recall to whom I might have said that to 
now, sir, no. I think I did say it, but I don’t recall to whom I 
said it to. 

Mr. Sourwrne. Was there anything special about your relation- 
ship to Bishop Oxnam that led you to make that proposition to 
him ? 

Mr. Matusow. I didn’t make it to him alone, as I have stated, but 
I don’t know to whom else; there wasn’t anything about it. I know 
he didn’t like the committees, and would be anxious to see a book of 
mine, of that nature, out, at least I felt so. 

Mr. Sourwine. Were you honestly trying to get a loan of $1,500 
or were you trying to get $1,500 as a gift or money you would not 
have to pay back? 

Mr. Matusow. I say it was a loan. 

Mr. Sourwtne. I am asking you if you honestly were trying to 
get a loan? 

Mr. Marusow. Yes, sir; I was honestly trying to get a loan. 

Mr. Sourwine. You intended to pay it back? 

Mr. Matusow. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Sourwine. Mr. Matusow, how did you propose to pay back 
money to an anonymous donor whose identity you did not know? 

Mr. Matusow. I would have managed it. 

Mr. Sourwtine. Tell us how. 

Mr. Matusow. If I told you how 

Mr. Sourwrne. That is a better trick than a stringless yo-yo. Tell 
us how. 

Mr. Marvsow. Not quite better, sir, because the way in which I had 
gotten the money from the anonymous lender 

Mr. Sourwrne. Had you gotten any money? 

Mr. Marvsow. The way I would have, the way it was set up in 
a hypothetical sense—you are asking me a question, now you are 
going to get an answer. 

Mr. Sourwine. Yes. 

Mr. Marusow. The way I would have gotten the money from the 
anonymous donor loaned, would have been returned by the same 

individual or at the same place that the money was picked up; quite 
simple. It had to be picked up from somewhere. 

Mr. Sourwine. How did you have it arranged with Bishop Oxnam, 
or what proposal did you make to him? 
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Mr. Marusow. We didn’t go into too much detail at the time. 

Mr. Sourwrne. I want to know what your arrangement was. You 
said it was the way it was arranged you could have paid it back. I 
do not know how. 

Mr. Matusow. Well, I don’t have too much of a recollection about 
it, sir. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did you, in fact, have a way planned for paying 
it back ? 

Mr. Matusow. I said I did; sufficient. 

Mr. Sourwine. Well, how, what was that way? 

Mr. Matusow. I forget right now; it is a long time ago; a lot of 
water has gone under the bridge since then. 

Senator WELKER. How long ago? 

Mr. Matusow. It was almost a year ago—this was March—it was 
almost—last April or May, so almost a year. 

Senator We.LKerR. That w: as—Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHatrrMan. Proceed, Senator Welker. 

Senator Wetker. That was 3 months after you publicly and under 
oath called Bishop Oxnam a dishonest man ? 

Mr. Matusow. No, that was prior to that, sir 

Senator WELKER. Prior to? 

Mr. Marusow. Yes, sir. 

Senator Weiker. When did you call Bishop Oxnam a dishonest 
man ? 

Mr. Marvusow. Oxnam, G. Bromley Oxnam; July 12, 1954. 

Senator Wetker. July 12, 1954? 

Mr. Marusow. Yes, sir. 

Senator Wetxer. And notwithstanding your prior public and 
under oath declaration—— 

Mr. Matusow. Subsequent, not prior, sir. 

Senator Waker. All right; subsequent, then, declaration that he 
was, in fact, a dishonest man, you had had a so-called change of 
heart; is that correct? 

Mr. Matusow. As I stated for the record, the reason for calling him 

1 dishonest man, and I think the record should show that, sir, was 
beauiadl I believed he had violated a privileged conversation with me. 
Any conversation I have of that nature with a member of the clergy 
L considered privileged, and I believe he had no business discussing 
it in public in any specific—and he did discuss it and, therefore, in my 
opinion he was a dishonest man for doing so. Let’s have the record 
straight as to why I called him a dishonest man. 

Senator Weixer. Yes. But you didn’t call him a dishonest man 
because of the fact that he had released some religious conversation 
that you had? 

Mr. Matusow. Sir, I say he violated a privileged conversation, and 
that was my reason, and that is my reason today, for calling him 
that then, and I still maintain that any clergyman who violates a 
privileged conversation is dishonest, a dishonest man in that respect, 
regardless of who he is. 

(Sen: itor Daniel entered the hearing room.) 

Senator Wetxer. You assume if I talk to any clergyman and, ask 


him to lend me $5, and he told someone about it, he would be a dis- 
honest man? 
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Mr. Marusow. Let’s get to the core of it, sir. I am not talking about 
the $5: I am talking about the nature of our conversation. 

Senator We.ker. All right, $20 or $50 or $1,500. 

Mr. Marvsow. I told him he could release or talk to some of the 
people about the poetry I wrote. One was about the atom bomb called 
For Whom the Boom Dooms. I didn’t mind that. 

Senator Werxer. I hope we will have some of your poetry in the 
record before long, but I believe you are quite wrong when you say 
that was a privileged communication. I do not desire to argue the 
law with you. 

Mr. Marusow. Sir, I have read the statute book, and I could find 
it for you. It was brought up before Judge Dimock’s court. It 
shows that any conversation brought up is legally privileged; in 
fact, counsel for this committee has agreed, because he wanted such 
conversation with another which has come up, and he asked me if I 
was willing to waive that privilege. 

Mr. Sourwine. Mr. Chairman, for the record, since counsel has 
been mentioned, counsel’s position with regard to the privilege be- 
tween priest and parishioner or between a communicant and a spiri- 
tual adviser is that the privilege entails only when there are no other 
persons present, and the communication is in the nature of a confes- 
sion or a request for spiritual advice, and it is communicated at a 
time and a place and under circumstances which are in accordance 
with the doctrine or the discipline of the church to which the clergy- 
man belongs. 

No other communications with or from or to a member of the 
clergy or a priest or bishop or any other church official are in any 
way privileged under the law, in the opinion of this counsel. 

Mr. Marusow. All right, sir; but I considered the conversation 
with Bishop Oxnam at the Methodist Building here on Maryland 
Avenue across the street, in the nature of a confession, and I consid- 
ered it privileged in accordance with the statutes of the United States; 
! forget the title and code number. 

Senator Wetker. Mr. Chairman, just one more question. 

Had you had any legal advice with respect to the privilege ? 

Mr. Marusow. I didn’t have any until the United States attorney, 
Judge J. Edward Lombard, raised the question and quoted the stat- 
ute, title, and code in Judge Dimock’s court a week ago today in 
relation to a conversation I had had with another clergyman which 
I believed was privileged, and the court held the decision on that 
until the check. 

Senator Wreiker. That conversation, as I read in the newspaper, 
wherein you actually, at least, attempted to seek religious relief 

Mr. Marusow. Well, I considered the Bishop Oxnam discussion 
of the same nature, in the nature of a confession, and I don’t want to 
go into it, sir, because I still maintain many of the points of that 
discussion are privileged; though Bishop Oxnam has released it, I 
have not. 

Senator Werker. I did not hear your answer. 

Mr. Marusow. The matters discussed by Bishop Oxnam and myself 
that deal with the nature of a confession or the nature of spiritual 
advice, I am not going to discuss now, and it is a privileged reason 
for it. Other matters contained in that discussion, the loan of $5, 
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[ have discussed it. It has nothing to do with spiritual advice, or 
my book or other matters which I have discussed and would discuss 
freely. But matters that are privileged, according to law, moral 
nl nd lewal, I will not diseuss here, ; Sir. 

Senator Wetker. Very well. 

Now, you are definite on that, and you contradict our counsel on his 
view of the law? 

Mr. Marusow. Counsel has said, agreed, when he said any spiritual 
discussion in the nature of a confession, and so forth. 

Senator Weixer. And then you hedged around, and went over to 
the State of ‘Texas wherein you really sought, according to your testi- 
mony, some religious relief. 

Mr. Matusow. I am not going to go into that, sir. 

Senator Weiker. I am not asking you to go into it. 

Mr. Marvsow. You have been bringing in a lot of matters that are 
not relevant to this, my marriage and divorce, and now this, sir. 

Senator WeLker. Mr. Chairman, I 
the question. 

The CuatrmMan. Repeat the question and I will order him to 
answer it. 

Senator Weiker. You brought into this matter the fact that you 
sought religious comfort and relief over in the State of Texas. I am 
not mentioning the minister or whoever it might be or what faith, 
but you do not want to leave the impression here that you sought the 
same thing with Bishop Oxman 4 

Mr. Marvsow. It is Oxnam, sir. 

Senator WreL_ker. You have attempted to claim the privilege on—— 

Mr. Marusow. Sir, all my life, the mest part of my life 

Senator Wreiker. Will you answer the question. 

Mi. Marusow. Yes, have. 1 went to church when I was in Texas, 
and I sought much spiritual advice from members of my church and 
clergymen in my church in the State of Texas and elsewhere. I am 
not ashamed of that, but I am not going to discuss it here. 

Senator Weiker. Very well. 

You know the question. I am asking you only the simple fact: 
The religious relief that you sought in the State of Texas or elsewhere, 
was it the same that you say you attempted to receive or did receive 
from the bishop of the Methodist Church 

Mr. Marvsow. Sir, you are trying to come in through the back 
door to get me to waive that privilege, and I am not going to do that. 

Senator Wetker. All right, sir; 1 did not think you would, sir. 

Mr. Marusow. All right, sir. 

Senator Weriker. Proceed. 

Mr. Sourwine. Mr. Matusow, in court you testified you met Bishop 
Oxnam at his office in Washington at 4 p. m., on a Sunday, in the 
spring of 1954. 

Mr. Marusow. Or it might have been 4:15 p. m.; I believe I said 
that. I said the appointment was for 4 o’clock. 

Mr. Sourwine. You said you showed him some paper you had 
written. Was that—— 

Mr. Marvusow. I showed him some what, sir ? 

Mr. Sourwine. “Some paper,” were the words you used in court 

I want to find out if the paper you were referring to was the M- 
Carthy chapter of your book. 
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ask you to direct him to answer 
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Mr. Marvusow. Part of the paper was the poem For Whom the 
Moom Dooms. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did that paper or document that you showed him 
comprise or include a confession ¢ 

Mr. Marusow. If any of it did, sir, it would be privileged. I think 
my activities in the campaign in Wisconsin in 1952 was in the form 
of a confession at that time. It might be considered so and might 
not, but if any of it did, sir, I am not going to discuss the nature of it. 

I think to say if it included this or that or the other thing, I be- 
lieve the question of privilege—and, as 1 understand the law, 1 am in- 
voking that privilege, which is not the fifth amendment, but a moral 
one, because I believe that it falls and is covered by the law which 
deals with that type of privilege, and to explain to counsel any part 
of that or what L consider so that counsel may weigh it, would be a 
violation of that privilege, sir. 

Senator WeLker. One question, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. Proceed. 

Senator Wetker. Is it not a fact, in your testimony you gave yes- 
terday asa result of the interrogation by our chairman, Senator Kast- 
land, of Mississippi, relating to your testimony before the House 
Un-American Activities Committee in July of 1954, you claimed you 
were telling the truth ¢ 

Mr. Marusow. Yesterday I claimed I was telling the truth when? 
I am a little confused about that, sir. 

Senator WeL_ker. When they ‘interrogated you with respect to the 
names you had called Bishop Oxnam—— 

Mr. Matusow. ‘That is right, sir, Oxnam. 

Senator WetKer. I have finally got it right, Oxnam—a dishonest 
person. 

Mr. Marusow. I believe, sir, the quote is, I believe I said the quote 
in the testimony, to my recollection, which is true, that is I said that, 
and I meant it, if bishop Oxnam was quoted directly by the news- 
papers, then Bishop Oxnam is a dishonest man; I believe that is how 
it reads in the testimony. 

Senator We.xer. All right, dishonest man or dishonest person. 

Mr. Marusow. I said “man,” I believe. Maybe I said “person.” 
You are probably right; you have the testimony. 

Senator Werker. Very well. I am not arguing between “man” 
and “person,” but you told the truth then when Chairman Eastland 
interrogated you with respect to your subsequent testimony before 
the House Un-American Activities Committee yesterday ¢ 

Mr. Marvsow. In relation to that question, sir ? 

Senator WELKER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Marvusow. Yes; about whether or not I called Bishop Oxnam 
a dishonest man; yes, sir. 

Senator WELKER. Yes, sir; and all the other interrogation that he 
gave you with respect to your testimony given before that. 

Mr. Marvusow. Oh, I don’t know one way or another, sir. I would 
have to go back in the record, and you would have to spell it out for 
me. 

Senator Wevker. I probably would. 

Mr. Matusow. Yes, sir. 

Senator WeLker. But Senator Eastland spelled it out for you com- 

pletely yesterday. 
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Mr. Matusow. I don’t know how complete it was, but I think the 
record will speak for itself, sir. 

Senator Weker. I think it will. 

That is all, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Sourwine. Mr. Matusow, you stated in court that Bishop 
Oxnam said he would see if he could find a publisher for you. We 
have asked you questions about that here before, and I would like to 
ask you if your recollection has been refreshed in any way. Do you 
know now whether Bishop Oxnam did anything in pursuance of that 
promise to you ¢ 

Mr. Matusow. I don’t know one way or another what Bishop Ox- 
nam did. 

Mr. Sourwtne. Do you know, sir, whether it is true that Bishop 
Oxnam and Mr. Cameron first became acquainted at Greencastle, Ind., 
while Mr. Cameron was attending De Pauw University ¢ 

Mr. Marusow. I haven’t the slightest—I haven’t the slightest— 
SOrry. 

Mr. Sourwine. And Bishop Oxnam was then the president of that 
university ¢ 

Mr. Marusow. I haven’t the slightest idea. 

Mr. Sourwrne. Did you testify in court that you have not seen 
Bishop Oxnam since May of 19532 

Mr. Marvsow. Since my last meeting; if it was in May, since that 
last date; that is right, sir. 

Mr. Sourwine. That is since the meeting concerning which you 
have here testified, which took place at the Methodist Building and 
was in the spring of 1954, you have not seen the Bishop ? 

Mr. Marusow. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Sourwine. Have you been in communication with him? 

Mr. Marusow. No, sir. 

Mr. Sourwirne. Mr. Matusow, in your affidavit in the Flynn case, 
you speak of contacting defense counsel. 

Mr. Marusow. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Sourwine. Do you by that mean attorneys for the 13 Com- 
munist leaders? 

Mr. Marusow. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Sourwine. What such attorneys did you contact ? 

Mr. Marusow. Well, I made contact with Miss Mary Kaufman 
and Mr., I believe, Robert Lewis. 

Mr. Sourwine. When and where did you contact Miss Mary 
Kaufman ¢ 

Mr. Marusow. Oh, I don’t recall now. In relation to that affidavit, 
I believe a few days prior to the affidavits being drawn up, but w here 
we met, at my office or the publishers’ office, at the Hotel Chelsea 
New York City. 

Mr. Sourwine. Well, your answer was you do not remember, and 
the rest of your testimony simply established that fact. 

Mr. Marvsow. All right, sir. 

Mr. Sourwrne. Do you remember when and where you first con- 
tacted Mr. Lewis? F 

Mr. Marusow. No, sir; it is kind of vague right now. 

Mr. Sourwine. As a matter of fact, did the ‘y not contact you? 

Mr. Marvusow. Well, they might have ‘alled me after I suggested 
that to somebody, that they do call me. 
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Mr. Sourwtne. Well, that is what am trying to get on the record. 
Did yous ivgest that the \ do ¢ all you! 

Mr. Marvusow. I think L did. In fact, 1 am pretty sure I did—wait 
a minute, let’s get the thing straight here. I didn’t know who they 
were, who the attorneys were. I believe I stated to Mr. Kahn at 
some time and, I believe, I also stated to Mr. Witt, after I signed 
an affidavit in behalf of his client, Clinton Jencks, that he see, he 
inquire, as to whether the attorneys for the Communist Party leaders 
would like an affidavit, because I am willing to give one to them, and 
then who contacted who is a little vague at that point. 

Mr. Sourwine. Haven't you stated; haven’t you, as a matter of fact, 
testified that—let me rephrase that question, Mr. Chairman. 

(Senator McClellan and Senator Butler left the committee room.) 

The CuHamrman. Proceed. 

Mr. Sourwrne. Haven’t you, as a matter of fact, testified that 
Mr. Kahn broached this matter to you? 

Mr. Marvusow. Well, I don’t know if that testimony exists. I don’t 
know how it is worded. 

Mr. Sourwinr. What was the fact? Did Mr. Kahn broach this 
matter to you’ 

Mr. Marvsow. I don’t recall now if Mr. Kahn said “Are you will- 
ing to give an affidavit’ or if I said to him “Well, Mr. Kahn”—I 
didn’t call him “Mr. Kahn”; we were kind of friendly; I said, “AJ, I 
am ready to give an affidavit to the defendants in the Smith Act case 
where I testified falsely.” 

Mr. Sourwine. Mr. Matusow, did you receive any money or other 
remuneration from any of these attorneys for the 13 Communist 
leaders ? 

Mr. Marvusow. No, sir. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did you receive, directly or indirectly, any money 
or other remuneration from any organization of a Communist char- 
acter in 1954, or so far this year ? 

Mr. Marusow. So far as I know, I have received no money from 
any Communist organization; and, for all I know, the taxes I pay or 
the C ommunist Party members pay might be the money that this 
committee pays me; that could be indirectly; but other than that I 
don’t know of any. 

The Cratrman. Is the firm of Cameron & Kahn a Communist 
organization ¢ 

Mr. Marvsow. Not in my opinion, sir. 

Mr. Sourwine. Mr. Matusow, how did you happen to select your 
present counsel ? 

Mr. Matusow. I believe the record speaks for itself; but I will 
repeat it for you if you would like, sir. I was served with a subpena 
to appear before the grand jury, and I believe that Mr. Kahn, at my 
suggestion, or at our mutual agreement, contacted Mr. Nathan Witt, 
and called him and told him of the grand-jury subpena because he 
had an interest in this case, because I was due to testify in behalf of 
his client who I had once falsely accused of being a C ommunist; and 
I believe Mr. Kahn — contacted the attorneys for the Communist 
Party leaders who are also interested in this case because of my testi- 
mony which was at in Judge Dimock’s court; and Mr. Witt and, I 
believe, Miss Kaufman—I don’t know if she was there—went down 
to Judge Dimock’s court, and in that conversation, I believe, I sug- 
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gested to Mr. Kahn and to Mr. Witt that Mr. Witt see if he can secure 
counsel for me, because in this day and age 

The Cuatreman. The answer, then, 7 that your counsel, whether 
it is material or not, was selected by Mr. Nathan Witt; is that correct ? 

Mr. Marvusow. At my request, sir. 

The CHatrMan. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Marvsow. Yes, sit 

The CrHatmrman. At your request 

Mr. Marvsow. Yes, s 

The CHatrmMan. Now mane 

Mr. Sourwtne. Are you paying him anything yourself, that 
vour counsel ? 
~ Mr. Marusow. Yes, sit 

Mr. Sourwtner. Has anyone else agreed to pay him anything, to 
your knowledge, for his service to you or in connection ial: your 
case ¢ 

Mr. Marvusow. Well, there is an agreement in relation to this be- 
tween my publishers and myself, which is not any business of counsel’s, 
and he doesn’t know about it, but Mr. Cameron, Mr. Kahn, and myself 
have decided that all legal fees incurred due to the publication of 
this book will be shared jointly by Cameron, Kahn, and myself. 

Mr. Sourwine. Are you, Mr. Matusow, Mr. Faulkner’s client or 
are you and Mr, Cameron together his clients or is he only serving 
you as attorney for Cameron & Kahn ? 

Mr. Marvsow. He is serving me as attorney for me. What his 
relationship is with Cameron & Kahn, that is the business of Cameron 
& Kahn and Mr. Faulkner. 

Mr. Sourwine. But you do not — that you and the firm of 
Cameron & Kahn or you and Mr. Cameron or you and Mr. Kahn 
or you and the two of them pone are jointly the clients of Mr. 
Faulkner ? 

Mr. Marusow. I believe our arrangement is we are his clients 
separately but, of course. certain matters relating to this committee 
hearing and others, we have a mutual interest involved here and 
at times discuss—at least I do—with Mr. Cameron and Kahn, matters 
pertaining to testimony before this committee. 

The CHatrmMan. Proceed. 

Mr. Marvsow. Sir, if I mght—I would like the record to be 
straight on the question of counsel and Mr. Faulkner, and I think 


it is very important in that answer as to why Mr. Witt, I asked Mr. 
Witt, to get me counsel. 


The CnatrmMan. All right, sir. 

Mr. Matusow. I believe at the time that because I was such a con- 
troversial person that, in this day, the American Bar, members of 
the bar, the conservative elements of the bar, are no longer going out 
and defending unpopular causes, as I considered myself and my 
present position, which is not part of the American tradition, and 
that there were very few attorneys in the United States who today 
come to the defense of what I call the unpopular cause such as my 
present cause. Mr. Faulkner, I believe, is a very courageous attorney 
taking such a position to defend such cause as the one I am engaged 
in right now. Thank you. 

Mr. Sourwtne. Don’t you know the American Bar Association has 
set up a special committee to provide counsel for unpopular causes? 
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Mr. Marvusow. This might be the case, but I have not been informed 
of it. But in the past, Harvard Law School, during the Sacco- Van- 
zetti d: ays, conserv ative elements—— 

The CuarrMan. Wait just a minute. 

Mr. Marvsow. I don’t want to get into an argument. 

The Cuatrrman. Wait just a minute. This question is getting- 

Mr. Marvusow. I just wanted to make a statement in behalf of my 
counsel, and I appreciated it. 

The Crarmman. I understand that, sir, and I do not think the 
quest ion has anythin oto do with it. Let us vO. 

Mr. Sourwine. Is your attorney the same Faulkner who defended 
Irving Peress? 

Mr. Matusow. Yes, sit 

Mr. Sourwine. Is he the same Stanley Faulkner who was attorney 
for Marvin Belsky? 

Mr. Matusow. I believe so, sir. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did you know that your attorney, Mr. Faulkner, 

shared offices with Nathan Witt? 

Mr. Matusow. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. That is in the record. 

Mr. Sourwine. That is right. 

Mr. Fauixner. I think—— 

Mr. Sourwtne. Do you know Albert E. Kahn as a member of the 
Communist Party / 

The Cuarman. Just a minute. 

Mr. Fautxner. I think the person who knows best about sharing 
would be myself, and I think the word “share” may have wrong 
connotation. 

The CHatrMAN. State what the facts are for the record. 

Mr. Fauitxner. The facts are that we each independently—— 

The CHatrmMan,. Yes. 

Mr. FauLKNer (continuing). Rent space in the same office building 
on the same floor, but we do not share the same single office. 

Senator Danieu. Do you share the same suite of offices ? 

Mr. Fautxner. Yes. Mr. Witt, myself, and many other attorneys. 

Senator Danien. Yes. You have the same waiting room ? 

Mr. FAcuLKNER. Same waiting room. 

Senator Danret. And the same library ? 

Mr. Fautkner. Same library, and independent libraries in our 
own offices. 

Senator DanteL. Yes. But you share one general library ? 

Mr. Fautxner. That is right. We all pay our share toward the 
upkeep of a library. 

Senator Dantet. So your office is in the same suite of offices ? 

Mr. FautKner. That is correct. 

Mr. Sourwtne. Mr. Matusow, did you or do you know Albert E. 
Kahn as a member of the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Matusow. No, sir. 

Mr. Sourwine. Do you know him as a writer of Communist 
publications ? 

Mr. Marusow. What do vou mean by Communist publications? 

Mr. Sourwrxr. Do you know Mr. Kahn as a writer of publications 
carrying out the Communist party line? 
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Mr. Matusow. I know Mr. Kahn is a writer of, you might say, 
leftwing publications or unpopular cause publications today. 

Mr. Sourwine. That does not answer the question. 

Mr. Marusow. Well, sir, I don’t know what the Communist party 
line is at this point. 

Mr. Sourwitne. Then your answer will have to be “No,” won’t it? 

Mr. Matusow. It is a very broad thing, this Communist party line; 
my answer is, no. 

Mr. Sourwtne. If you do not know what the Communist party line 
is, necessarily you do not know Mr. Kahn as a writer of publications 
which carry out the Communist party line; isn’t that true 

Mr. Marusow. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Sourwine. Then your answer is you do not know Mr. Kahn as 
a writer of books carrying out the Communist party line ¢ 

Mr. Marusow. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Sourwtne. Do you know 

Mr. Marusow. The answer is no. 

Mr. Sourwine. Do you know Mr. Kahn as a writer of books sold 
by you in Communist Party bookstores ? 

Mr. Marusow. I know Mr. Kahn was a writer of books that I have 
sold when I worked in Communist bookshops, along with non-Com- 
munist books and pro-Communist books, and anti-Communist books. 

Mr. Sourwtne. You testified, Mr. Matusow, that you saw Mr. Kahn 
when he participated in a meeting conducted by the Council of Ameri- 
can-Soviet Friendship. Was that a Communist-dominated meeting? 

Mr. Marvsow. Dominated by the Council of American-Soviet 
Friendship is all I know. 

Mr. Sourwine. Is that organization dominated by the Communist 
Party United States of America ? 

Mr. Marusow. I believe the Attorney General is trying to find that 
out today; I have no opinion about it. The case is before the courts 
on that. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did you first meet Mr. Kahn in the Communist 
Party? 

Mr. Marusow. I was a member of the Communist Party when I 
first saw Mr. Kahn. 

Mr. Sourwtne. Have you stated that you met him as a party mem- 
ber ¢ 

Mr. Marusow. I have sworn under oath in June, I believe, June 2, 
or 4, 1954, that I knew Albert E. Kahn as a Communist Party member, 
but I gave false testimony then. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did you, in fact, ever attend Communist Party 
meetings with him? 

Mr. Matusow. No, sir. 

Mr. Sourwrne. You have testified that you spent the night on one 
occasion at his home on Glengary Road, Croton-on-Hudson, N. Y.? 

Mr. Marusow. I believe I testified that I spent many nights there. 

Mr. Sourwine. Have you spent many nights there during the past 
6 weeks ? 

Mr. Marusow. Oh, I don’t know, a half dozen, maybe a dozen. 

Mr. Sourwine. You spent the night of Thursday, Febru: ry 3, there 
and then drove into New York City with Mr. K: ahn in the morning. 
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Mr. Marusow. It might have been or I might have spent the night 
of Wednesday, February 2 there, and drove in; I don't recall the date, 
sir. 

Mr. Sourwine. Well, you drove into New York with Mr. Kahn in 
a blue Buick, 1949 on the morning of the day on which you were 
served with a subpena by this committee; is that right? 

Mr. Matusow. I believe he drives a green Buick, but it is possible. 

The CHarrmMan. Mr. _ atusow, I want to ask you this question. 

Mr. Marusow. Yes, s 

The Cuairman. You is Mr. Carl Marzani? 

Mr. Marusow. I have met him within the last few weeks, sir. 

The CHairman. Yes, sir; have you been with him in Washington ? 

Mr. Marusow. No, sir; unless he was in W ashington in 1948 when 
about 10,000 people came down - lobby against the Mundt-Nixon bill. 
He might have been there then, but I don’t know. 

The CHarrmMan. Who is Mr. Marzani ? 

Mr. Marusow. Well, he is one of the people associated with the con- 
cern of Cameron Associates: and committee counsel informed me that, 
[ presume, that what counsel said, he was an officer of Liberty Book 
Club, but I know not of my own knowledge. 

The CHamman. He is the acting editor of the March of Labor pub- 
lication, is he not? 

Mr. Marvusow. Very possible, sir; I don’t know. I don’t read the 
publication, am not familiar with it. 

The Cuarrman. At one time the publicity director of UE? 

Mr. Matusow. I was never a member of UF, and I have no knowl. 
edge of that. 

The CHAIRMAN. o the question I want to ask you now—and I 
want you to think—is, have you talked to Mr. Carl Marzani in Wash- 
ington within the a 10 days? 

Mr. Matusow. No, sir. 

The Cuairman. All right. Proceed, Mr. Sourwine. 

Mr. Sourwine. Mr. Matusow- 

Senator Weiker. Mr. Chairman, may I ask one question to tie up 
a little testimony with respect to Bishop Oxnam. On page 846 of the 
hearing of the Communist activities among young groups, held in 
Washington, D. C., 883d Congress, 2d session, on July 12, 1954, I will 
ask you if it is not a fact that you were asked by Mr. Scherer this 
question : 





If the bishop was correctly reported by the newspapers, did he tell the truth? 
And you answered—— 
The CHatrmMan. The question was, the question asked him was: 
Djd the bishop tel] the truth as the newspapers quoted him directly? 
Senator Weiker. That is right. You answered: 
If he is correctly reported by the newspaper the bishop is a dishonest man. 
Mr. Marusow. That is what I said before, sir. 


Senator Werner. Well, you didn’t have anything to say about 


the first question, did you, as to whether or not the bishop told the 
truth ? 


Mr. Matusow. The record speaks for itself, sir. 
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Senator Werker. Well, now, whatever the record speaks, I am 
interrogating you now as to whether or not you did so testify when that 
question was propounded to you. 

Mr. Marusow. As I said, sir, I referred to the bishop as a dishonest 
man for violating a privileged conversation. 

The CHarrmMan. You mean to say now that the record shows that 
when the question that you replied to now, did the bishop tell the 
truth—— 

Mr. Matusow. Sir, Senator Welker asked me what did I reply 
to. I haven’t read that testimony. If I find something in that testi- 
mony which says that I said that Bishop Oxnam told a lie, then I 
apparently said it; but at this time I have no recollection of such 
statements. 

Senator WeLkKer. I am merely asking you what counsel, Mr. 
Scherer, asked you. 

Mr. Matusow. He wasn’t counsel; I believe he was Congressman 
Scherer, Gordon Scherer. 

Senator Weiker. The question was: 

If the bishop was correctly reported by the newspapers did he tell the truth? 
and your answer : 

If he was correctly reported by the newspapers the bishop is a dishonest man. 

Mr. Marusow. That is right, sir; that is my answer. 

Senator Wetxker. That, out West and most generally, is accepted 
as calling the bishop a liar, isn’t that a fact? 

Mr. Marusow. I don’t know how you accept it or other people 
accept it; I told you how I meant it. All I can tell you is my intent. 

Senator Weixer. Now, I will rely upon your favorite statement; 
the record will speak for itself. 

Mr. Marusow. All right, sin 

Mr. Sourwine. Mr. Matusow, did you know Angus Cameron as a 
member of the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Marvusow. No, sir. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did you know that on May 7, 1953, Angus Cameron 
invoked the fifth amendment when asked about his Communist Party 
membership ? 

Mr. Matusow. It is very possible. I believe Mr. Cameron—— 

Mr. Sourwine. The question was only did you = th it. 

Mr. Marvsow. I don’t know the date. I believe Mr. Cameron told 
me at one time he appeared before Senator Jenner in mete and 
invoked the fifth amendment when asked many questions. 

Mr. Sourwine. What did he tell you about why he did that? 

Mr. Matusow. He told me he was defending the Constitution of the 
United States. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did he tell you whether or not he was a Communist ? 

Mr. Matusow. No, sir. In fact, the exact quote, if you would like 
to know what he told me, sir, I will tell you exactly in quotes. 

Mr. Sourwine. How long will it take, Mr. Matusow? 

Mr. Matusow. Less than 30 seconds. 

Mr. Sourwine. Go ahead. 

Mr. Marvusow. He said he walked in; there was no chair, and he 
looked at Senator Jenner, and he said, “Senator Jenner, where is my 
chair,” and then as soon as he started off, he said, “Senator Jenner, 
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you might not know the meaning of the first amendment, but I do,” 
and that is what Mr. Cameron related in relation to that testimony, 
to me. 

Mr. Sourwine. That is all he said to you about it ? 

Mr. Marvusow. And that he also invoked the fifth amendment, and 
in his opinion safeguarded for his own reasons, and I didn’t inquire 
as to what they were. 

Mr. Sourwine. Mr. Matusow, you remember considerable testimony 
that you have given here about what has been referred to as a memo- 
randum given to you at the same time that you were given a transcript 
of your testimony in the case of the 1 3 ‘Communists, the so-called 
Flynn case 2 

Mr. Marvusow. Not the so-called, but the Flynn case; yes, sir. 

Mr. Sourwine. I would like to send you a photostat of a document 
and ask you if this is the memorandum in question. I believe that 
since it has been discussed in this hearing it should be in the record. 

Mr. Marusow. It is the document in question, sir; but—let counsel 
see it—but I think it is incorrectly referred to as a memorandum, and 
I believe 

Mr. Sourwrne. If it is the document in question, and we put it 
in the record as such, the question of its designation is immaterial. 
The record will speak-—— 

Mr. Matusow. All right, sir. 

Mr. Sourwrneg. May this be admitted in the record, Mr. Chairman ? 

Mr. CuarrMan. Yes; it is admitted into the record. 

(The document referred to was marked “Exhibit No. 29” and 
appears below :) 

Ex HBT No. 29 


TESTIMONY OF Harvey Matusow 









DIRECT 





EXAMINATION, 


1947 ; 


JULY 2: 


»9 
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1952 (TR. 6565) 






Joined C, 
6565). 
First contact with FBI 
About February 1950 “I voluntarily called the FBI” made an appointment to 
see an agent, went down to see him “and volunteered to give him any information 
I had in relation to my activities in the Communist Party” (Tr. 6566). 
Reports to FBI 
Reported to the FBI “sometimes weekly, sometimes once every two weeks, and 


sometimes more than once a week (Tr. 6566). Reports were both oral and 
written (Tr. 6566). 


P., October remained (Tr. 





a member until January 19, 1951 


Money received from FBI 


Did not receive payments for these reports. Received some money for expense 
incurred in gathering material for the reports (Tr. 6566). Received such 
payments for approximately seven months—never more than $70 in any one 
month (Tr. 6567). 






Socialism could not be obtained peacefully. Against all 


Institute of Marxist Studies: School set up as a comprehensive study of 
Marxism-Leninism for member of the C. P.—at the Jefferson School, early fall 
1948 (Tr. 6608). At one course taught by Beatrice Siskind on the subject of 
American Exceptionalism (6609), B. Siskind said: 

Tr. 6610: “* * * that American exceptionalism was a theory started in the 1920's 
when the Communist Party was under the leadership of Lovestone. She stated 
that American exceptionalism said that the United States would not suffer 
economic crises in the event of world economic crises, that we were exempt or 
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we just couldn’t have one here if labor worked with the bourgeoisie or the 
capitalists or the management, as the case may be. She pointed out and said 
that American exceptionalism was also carried forth under Earl Browder in 
1945 and said that was the reason for his expulsion, and that you could not, she 
said, collaborate with the bourgeoisie or the capitalists, that labor could not. 
The only way to avoid economic crises is with the establishment of socialism, 
and she stated that socialism could not be obtained under a peaceful means, it 
could not be obtained by collaboration, that the capitalists or bourgeoisie would 
not give up without a struggle, and therefore the working class, under the 
leadership of the Communist Party, would have to take over by power and 
overthrow the bourgeoisie.” 


Henry Winston—sabotage in case of war 


In December 1948, Matusow attended a meeting of the C. P. in Philadelphia 
at which Henry Winston, organizational secretary of the C. P. spoke (Tr. 6622- 
6624). Matusow returned from Philadelphia together with Winston—on trip 
back Winston said: 

Tr. 6625-26: “* * * that his article in the fourtheenth convention issue of 
Political Affairs, which was September of 1948, should be read and studied more 
fully by the members of the Communist Party. He said that it was important 
for the young members of the Communist Party in New York, members of the 
Youth clubs, to get out of New York and to get out into the Midwest into basic 
industries, out in Ohio, Illinois, Indiana, Western Pennsylvania, and up-State 
New York near Buffalo. He said that it was important to go there so that the 
young Communists could form a nucleus of workers on the side of the Communist 
Party, to recruit and get young people into the Communist Party, so that in 
the event of any imperialistic war, as he put it, we could help the side of the 
Soviet Union, as he stated it, and slow down production, and in some places 
call strikes, and in general see that the war production, in the event of a war, 
would not carry forward to its fullest capacity.” 

Arnold Johnson 


In December 1948 witness attended a meeting at the Hank Forbes Auditorium, 
Cc. P. headquarters, 35 E. 12th St., at which Arnold Johnson spoke (Tr. 6626-27). 
Johnson said: 


VOT 


Tr. 6627: “He said that it was important for the Communist Youth Movement 
to build a new Marxist-Leninist Youth Group that would or could leave the 
white-collar jobs and get out into basic industry in the tradition of the Young 
Communist League. He said that the New York organization, the Youth Organ- 
ization of the Communist Party needed building. We had a trained cadre, and 
we had to train them in New York and get them out into the basic industries 
so that we could recruit young workers and get them on the side of the Commu- 
nist Party. We had to get them into the trade unions in the midwest, in basic 
industries, and we had to recruit in there, and in the event of any war with the 
Soviet Union we would then have people on our side.” 

Pettis Perry 

In December 1948 Perry spoke in a restaurant on University place (Tr. 6627). 

Tr. 6628-29: “Mr. Perry spoke about the question of building socialism. He 
said that the building of socialism went hand in hand with the setting up and 
establishing of a Negro nation in the black belt of the United States, and 
the freeing of the Negro people and the Negro liberation movement, that the 
South in the United States—there were some States such as Mississippi where 
the Negro people constituted a majority, and that a Negro nation would have 
to be set up, would be set up in the black belt. He referred to the book, Marxism 
and the National Question, and the basic principles for definition of what is a 
nation, and he stated that the Negro people in the United States constitute a 
nation, and that this nation could not be set up unless socialism were to come 
to power in the United States and that the bourgeoisie would not sit back and 
let it come to power peacefully, and therefore the working class led by the 
Communist Party would have to forcibly overthrow this bourgeoisie to set up 
the Negro nation while establishing socialism.” 


Puerto Rico—Blake, Trachtenberg 


In Dec. 1948 at a Xmas Party in the Jefferson School, Trachtenberg intro- 
duced Matusow to the chairman of the Puerto Rican C. P. and said that Matusow 
led a subscription drive held by the Sunday Worker and would go to Puerto 
Rico as a guest of Puerto Rican C. P., expenses paid by New York County C. P. 
(Tr. 6629). 


Dame 
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Before he took the trip he had a conversation with Blake—on approximately 
April 15, 1949, at 35 E. 12 St. (Tr. 66386). 

Blake said: 

Tr. 6637-38: “* * * that I should familiarize myself with the Party, the 
Communist Party line on Puerto Rico. He pointed out: Mr. Blake said that 
the struggle for the independence of Puerto Rico was tied up directly with 
the struggle for socialism. He said that Puerto Rico was being used as a military 
base by the United States, and an independent Puerto Rico would help to destroy 
those bases and triple the Caribbean defense. He pointed out that the only 
time Puerto Rico would get its independence was when we had conducted an 
effective struggle for socialism and had overthrown the bourgeoisie there. He 
said he had been to Puerto Rico before and that if Puerto Rico were independent 
the struggle for socialism there would be accomplished a lot easier.” 
Trachtenberg—V ishinski—Lavw of Soviet State (G. BE. 94A) 

In the fall of 1949, at the Worker’s Book Shop where Matusow was employed 
(Tr. 6645), Trachtenberg said concerning Vishinski’s Law of Soviet State: 

Tr. 6646 “* * * the book was selling for $15 and was far beyond the reach 
of most of the rank and file Party members, and he stated that the book, at a 
lower price, would be very useful in the Party in that the concepts created here 
by Mr. Vishinski on a new form of socialist law were diametrically opposed to 
the English law, and that the Party should be familiar with this new concept of 
Socialist law, and that if the book were published at a lower price than $15, it 
would be very useful in the Party apparatus and educational set-up.” 

G. E. 94A offered and objection sustained (Tr. 6648S—52) Following argu- 
ment (at pp. 6648-52) in presence of Matusow. Matusow obligingly supplied the 
necessary foundation. He testified as follows: 

Tr. 66538: “Q. Do you recall anything else that Mr. Trachtenberg said about 
this book, Mr. Matusow? 

“A. Mr. Trachtenberg did say that the book contained the first comprehensive 
report of the Soviet concept of law and the Marxist-Leninist concept of law. 

“He went on further to say that in talking about the book, the Law of the 
Soviet State, that the question of capitalism and socialism here, or the creating of 
a socialist society and eliminating class antagonisms, how that was to be accom- 
plished through the establishment of socialism, how the diametrically opposed 
classes could be eliminated—were found in that book.” 

(Nore that the Court admitted G. E. 94A solely against Trachtenberg as evi- 
dence of his intent and so instructed the jury (Tr. 6669). Check if at conclusion 
of Government’s case—court admitted it as against all.) 


MATUSOW CROSS-EXAMINATION 


Reports to FBI 

Matusow was told to include in his reports to the FBI “what Communist 
Party meetings I attended, who was in attendance, and what they said (Tr. 
6920) His instructions were to report “everything that I remembered I saw and 
heard” (Tr. 6921). 

As to C. P. activities prior to Feb. 1950 (date he contacted FBI) he spent a 
year after his contact writing out a report concerning these activities (Tr. 6921). 
He used notes, including notes taken in course taught by B. Siskind (Tr. 6922) 
in preparing report. Doesn’t recall if he reported on Bea Siskind’s teaching 
(Tr. 6922-23). His best recollection is that the “substance matter of the class 
is not in that report (Tr. 6925). 

Believes he reported to the FBI concerning the Winston incident in the com- 
plete report submitted after contact with FBI (Tr. 6939). 

Motion made for production of reports concerning the two incidents (Tr. 
6939) granted by the Court after its inspection of the report (Tr. 6960). The 
Court stated the following as his reason for granting motion: 

Tr. 6960: “With respect to the matter that we had up at the close of the 
session last night, I have been supplied by the Government with the report made 
by the witness in question, and I have read it and compared it with the testi- 
mony, and have come to the conclusion that the accounts of the two incidents 
with respect to which the defense wished to use it is sufficiently at variance 
with the testimony so that the defense should be permitted to examine those 
parts of the report.” 

The report mentions the Bea Siskind class but does not discuss content of 
teaching (Tr. 6993). 
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Concerning the Winston incident the report states the following: 

Tr. TO0O7—OS8 (Exhibit read to jury): “In December 1949 the worker started 
its sub drive. I had not given much thought to it, and at the end of three weeks 
I found myself in the lead, 65 subs. Everybody in the Youth movement was 
happy about it for it had been a long time since the Youth walked away with the 


prize. I didn’t know it when the drive started, but there was a trip to Puerto 
Rico in store for the winner. It was on a Sunday in December. A county-wide 
press party was held at the Hank Forbes Auditorium for all Party members 
who sold five or more Ben Semonofsky, county press director, headed the 
meeting He introduuced me to Connie Bart of Philadelphia, and at her sugges- 


tion Ben and I agreed to go to Philadelphia the following Tuesday night. Henry 
Winston was the main speaker at that meeting Others who I knew at the 
meeting” 

and the balance of it is illegible. 

Then it picks up again in legible type “main body of the Philadelphia Party 
was there, but never having been active in Philadelphia I didn’t Know them. 
At the meeting Winston discussed the need for more Party people to leave their 
white collar jobs in the East, for the Party to get off its intellectual horse and go 
out into the basie industry as was done in the thirties during the organization 
of the CIO. This had heen the line of the Party since the ’48 Convention. The 
fruits of this line are shown in the formation of the National Negro Labor Coun- 
cil, October 27, 1951, in Cincinnati, Ohio. We left Philadelphia at about 12.00 
p. m., Winston, Semonofsky and myself. The discussion on the train dealt with 
the Party's role in the Progressive Party and a continuation of the subject of 
Winston's talk in Philadelphia.” 

(Nore the date in the report is 1949 and in testimony it is 1948—but witness 
testified that there was only one such occasion and the 48 date was correct 
(Tr. 7006).) 

Motion for production of report re Johnson incident (Tr. 7013). 

Motion for production of report re Perry speech and Puerto Rican incident 
(Tr. 7020). 

Court granted the motion stating following: 

Tr. 7073: “They were, first, as to Arnold Johnson’s speech as told on page 
6627 of the record. I found that referred to in the FBI record at pages 638 and 
64, and I find it to be in the same class with the Siskind testimony, and I think 
that on that account, the defendants should be permitted to examine that and 
use it if they wish. 

“The second was a speech by Pettis Perry referred to at page 6628 and I 
found nothing in the statement with respect to that. 

“The third is with respect to the instructions prior to the trip to Puerto 
Rico on pages 6636, 6637 and 6638, and there I found references on page 54, 55 
and 59.” 

Contents of Report re Johnson Incident: 

Tr. 7088-89: The entire section of the report reads as follows: “The first talk 
of a Labor Youth League was during the Wallace campaign. It was decided 
at the Communist Party National Convention that a new Marxist-Leninist Youth 
Group should be formed. The Party was waiting for the election to end, and 
then start the ball rolling. The Friday night before Christmas a county leader- 
ship meeting was held at the Hank Forbes Auditorium. Speakers at the meeting 
were Arnold Johnson, Lou Diskin and Ernie Parent. We were setting up the 
foundation for a LYL, by setting up Party Youth Sections. There were about 
150 Party youth present. Johnson spoke of the need to go out into the indus- 
trial centers of the country and get a hold on basie industry. Diskin spoke of 
the need of a Marxist-Leninist Youth Group, and how since the end of the YCL 
the Party was in need of a fighting youth organization. 

“The meeting also took up the worker sub drive and how we could reach 
more youth with the paper as part of our organizing drive.” 

The Report concerning the Puerto Rican incident reads as follows: 

Tr. 7112: “In preparation for my trip to Puerto Rico I was told to read up 
on the subject, and as far as the Party was concerned the place to go was the 
Frederick Vanderbilt Field Library on West 26th Street. The Party was right. 

“They had a student strike in Puerto Rico shortly before my visit there 
And it was decided that greetings should be taken from the leaders of the 
C. C. N. Y. strike 

“I went to Ted Bassett who at the time was New York County Educational 
Director, and a member of the State Puerto Rican Commission. Ben Davis 


was supposed to go on the trip, but due to the trial he didn’t. Before we left 
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George Blake, New York County Chairman, briefed us on what to expect and 
who to see. I also went with Juan Emannuallie, who told us something about 
the history of the Party, and what the present line was. 

“Before leaving New York I was told to contact the Party Youth leader 
(Eugene Cubues) as well as the Party leaders (Santo and Andreu) to make 
arrangements for the sending of a delegate to the World Youth Festival in 
Budapest, Hungary. The New York Party was prepared to pay for the trip 
and handle all details about getting the visa as well as all other paper werk. 
(American Youth for a Free World did the work.) After a meeting with 
Andreu it was decided that Cubues would go.” 

On redirect witness testified that he was told to omit conversations in the 
report concerning his activities prior to the time he began working with FBI 
(Tr. 7161, 7163). 

New Mexico article 

Matusow helped prepare an article which was published under the name of 
Harvey Matt in New Mexico in 1950—Matusow did not submit it but helped 
prepare it (Tr. 7119). (DE 4xP for id, Nov. 30, 1950 issue of Santa Fe New 
Mexican page 4, section B (Tr. 7123) ). 

On redirect he testified that he did not get any money for the work he did on 
the article (tr. 7152). 


ON RECROSS 


Matusow does not recall having any discussion or negotiation with a man 
named Will Harrison, the managing editor of the Santa Fe of New Mexico, or 
with the managing editor of the paper concerning the appearance of the article 
in the newspaper (Tr. 7170). His recollection is a little foggy (Tr. 7171). He 
recalls having a discussjon concerning article with the Taos correspondent (Tr. 
7170). 


Denies receiving a check for $12 from the Santa Fe New Mexican as compensa- 
tion for article (Tr. 7172). Denies endorsing such a check (Tr. 7172). Denies 
cashing check (Tr, 7172). 

selieves he met Will Harrison on one or more occasions (Tr. 7172). 

Mr. Marusow. This is, by the way, a true copy of the copy I re- 
ceived, a photostat of that true copy, but not a photostat of the actual 
copy I received. 

Mr. Sourwtne. Mr. Matusow, your book says: 

El Paso was very profitable for me. I was paid $9 a day normal witness per 
diem, plus $25 a day expert witness fee, plus my income as a comic in Juarez. 

Do you remember that? 

Mr. Marusow. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Sourwine. For how many days were you paid that $25 a day 
expert witness fee? 

Mr. Marusow. Oh, I don’t know; I think 7 days, maybe 8. 

Mr. Sourwine. And for how many days were you in El] Paso? 

Mr. Marvsow. I don’t recall now. It was about 10 days, I think. 

Mr. Sourwine. And you got $9 a day for all of that time, on top of 
the $25? 

Mr. Marusow. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Sourwrne. What was your income as a comic in Juarez? 

Mr. Marusow. Oh, I don’t recall offhand now, maybe a couple of 
hundred dollars, maybe a little less. 

Mr. Sourwtne. For the whole 10 days? 

Mr. Marvsow. I didn’t work every night. 

Mr. Sourwine. Yes, but over the whole 10 days it was a couple 
of hundred dollars? 

Mr. Marusow. I would have to figure it out, check it. 

Mr. Sourwrye. That would be an average of $20 a day? 
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Mr. Marvusow. Yes. For the 10 days I was there I might have 
made four or five hundred dollars. 

Mr. Sourwine. Was it closer to $200 or $500? 

Mr. Marvusow. I would have to check it, sir. We will say $450 for 
argument’s sake; it will be close enough. 

Mr. Sourwine. I would be willing to take $500. Would you say it 
was over S500 ¢ 

Mr. Marvsow. It was not over $500. 

Mr. Sourwine. Was that your total income or total income—— 

Mr. Marvsow. That was nightclub income, witness fee, $30 a day, 
plus about $20 a day. 

Mr. Sovurwine. The whole thing for 10 days or 2 weeks was not 
over $500 ¢ 

Mr. Marvusow. I don’t think it was over $500. 

Mr. Sourwtne. Haven't you said in your book that your hotel bill 
was over S200 ¢ 

Mr. Marvsow. Quite possible. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did you make much profit out of that trip ? 

Mr. Marvsow. I was living high off the hog again; I considered that 
profit. 

Mr. Sourwine. Well, you were living high off the hog now, not on 
what you made on that trip but on your own money, were you not a 

Mr. Marvsow. Well, look, sir, if I make $400 or $500 or $350 in 10 
days I consider that a pretty good wage. How ‘much [ spend is 
another story, but what was my income. 

Mr. Sourwrne. Mr. Matusow, did you ever steal any money? 

Mr. Matusow. Oh, here we go again; yes, sir. 

Mr. Sourwive. From whom did you steal it ? 

Mr. Marvsow. Well, “stole” from my ex-wife. Let that be in 
quotes 

Mr. Sourwrtne. At a time when she was your ex-wife? 

Mr. Marusow. No; at the time she was my wife. 

Mr. Sourwtne. Whose quotes are you putting around the word 
“steal”? 

Mr. Marusow. I am putting my quotes around them as they were 
intended in a letter which I presume you are going to put in ev idence. 

Mr. Sourwine. You did write a letter about it? 

Mr. Marusow. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Sourwtne. To whom did you write the letter ? 

Mr. Marusow. An attorney here in Washington, Joseph A. Rafferty. 

Mr. Sourwine. What was the amount involved ? 

Mr. Matusow. Seventeen hundred and sixty dollars, I think; maybe 
I am off by $10. 

Mr. Sourwine. What was your financial condition when you began 
to negotiate with Cameron and Kahn concerning your book ? 

Mr. Marusow. Oh, I don’t know now; it was about even. 

Mr. Sourwrxe. You were about flat broke, weren’t you? 

Mr. Marvusow. Close to it. 

Mr. Sourwine. You owed considerable money, did you not? 

Mr. Matusow. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Sourwrne. At the end of 1953 you owed money to the Esso 
Corp., did you not? 

Mr. Marvusow. Right, sir. 
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Mr. Sourwine. How much ? 

Mr. Marvsow. Oh, about $250, $300. 

Mr. Sourwitne. Have you paid it yet ? 

Mr. Marusow. No, sir. 

Mr. Sourwine. At the end of 1953 you owed money to the Tidewater 
Oil Co. 

Mr. Marvusow. Forty-five dollars; I haven’t paid that either. 

Mr. Sourwine. At the end of 1953 did you owe money to any 
restaurants ¢ 

Mr. Marusow Well, that is a running bill; yes, I did. 

Mr. Sourwimr. What is a running bill 4 

Mr. Marvusow. Well, I think a restaurant—— 

The CuatrMan. Proceed, sir. 

Mr. Marvsow. I think the record ought to be straight on one thing 
here; that at the end of 1953, and from the time starting in 1953, 
until the time I met with Cameron and Kahn, my debts were de- 
creased by better than 50 percent, and that most of the money I earned 
in 1953 went into paying off my debts, and I didn’t contact Cameron 
and Kahn in relation to making money, which was the inference, I be- 
lieve, counsel was trying to draw from this, and that certain debts I 
have now in relation to the ones counsel has mentioned, are debts which 
are a matter of question whether my ex-wife was responsible for cer- 
tain debts, or whether I was, and whether or not those debts are going 
to be paid is going to be decided later in the courts, and I don’t think 
it is fair to assume or to leave the impression that those debts were 
debts which I just ran up irresponsibly and didn’t pay because I didn’t 
have any conscience about paying. 

Senator Weixer. Mr. Chairman, may I refresh the witness’ memory 
with respect to the full and general release that he executed in the 
State of New Mexico, wherein for the consideration of $10 all of his 
claims, even including the claim of $20,000 that he had against his 
ex-wife, his then present wife, for alimony and all other claims of 
every kind and nature 

Mr. Marvsow. I am familiar with that. 

Senator WeLker. (continuing). Were settled. 

Mr. Marvsow. I am very familiar with it. 

Senator Weixer. And now you do not think for a moment that that 
release was fraudulent in any way ? 

Mr. Marvsow. Look, sir-—— 

Senator Werxer. And you are hiding behind the fact 

Mr. Matusow. I presume you are an excellent divorce attorney and 
you have probably got many people, men and women, into a position 
similar to me, and that is how [ got into mine because a shrewd 
attorney which I was not responsible for, and I didn’t intend to take 
responsibility for but that is between me and the Esso and Tide- 
water Corp., and if I have to pay them I will pay them, but I don’t 
think the committee is leaving the impression. I mean, look, I am 
leaving my own impression; I don’t admit I am an honorable man. 
I have been—well, I am not going to use the term—but for a good 
part of my life, and T know it, and I am trying to correct it, sir. 

Senator Werker. So that you are 

Mr. Marvsow. To leave a wrong impression. 

Senator Weixerr. To get them paid- 

The CuatrMan. Just a minute, please. 
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Senator Weriker. I am through with the speech business, and | 
do not want to leave the impression that I think you are an honorable 
man either, but I am merely asking ie this question: In view of the 
general release that was introduced in evidence yesterday, and you 
admitted it, now in answer to camaaai question, you stated there 
was a question as to whether or not your wite owed the ob ligation 
or you did. 

Mr. Marvsow. This wasa question in my mind and, look, I am going 
to take care of my obligations when and if I am forced to or when 
and if my conscience says | am going to in relation to certain things. 
Lam not coing to go into all of them, sir. 

Senator Wetker. Well, your conscience—remember the interro- 
gation I gave you yesterday about your Biblical quotations, and 
forth? 

Mr. Matt sow. Yes, sir: there are many. 

Senator WeLker. I am quite sure you will do exactly as you quoted 
in your book. 

Mr. Marvusow. I am familiar with it. 

Mr. SourwinkE. Mr. Matusow, what debts did you pay off during 
1953 and 19542 

Mr. Marvusow. I will have to check _ that, but I paid off 
number of them. I paid off the debt on a car that I had. 

Mr. Sourwine. You have stated here 

Myr Marvusow. Well. I paid off a debt Oh a Cars that was one 
particular. 
~ Mr. Sourwrne. You have stated here that you paid off at least half 
of your total indebtedness. Now, that was as of what time? Did 
you, during 1954, pay off half of your total indebtedness at the end 
of 1953? 

Mr. Marvusow. No; by the month of September 1954 that money 
had been paid 

Mr. Sourwineé. You mean that by the end of September 1954, you 
had paid off half of your total indebtedness as of the time of January 
1.19547? 

Mr. Matusow. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SourWINE. Will you give this committee a complete list of the 
debts that you paid off ‘during that 9-month period ? 

Mr. Mart sow. I will endeavor to furnish that to the committee 
after I have taken care of my own income tax and finished using the 
material needed for tax purposes ; 1 will send it to the committee. 

Mr. Sourwinr. Mr. Matusow, you are being a little flippant. 

Mr. Marusow. No, I don’t think I an, sir. 

Mr. Sourwtne. I ask the Chair to direct that that information be 
furnished without regard to any other obligations that Mr. Matusow 
may have. You are perfectly able to co py the information. 

Mr. Marvusow. Oh, you want a copy of it, pardon me; O.K., that is 
a diffe rent story, sir. Let’s be specific. 

The Cyamman. Proceed. 

Mr. Sourwine. Will the Chair order the information to be fur- 
] ished ? 

The CHamman. He said he would furnish it. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did you leave Dayton, Ohio, in May of 1952, owing 
any money ¢ 

Mr. M ATUSOW, | believe I believe I did. 


59886—55—pt. 5 5 
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Mr. Sourwrine. Did you owe any money to a Mr. eee 

Mr. Marusow. That was a matter of dispute. I believe I did, and 
I believe it was paid within 30 days. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did you owe any back rent to your landlady when 
you left Dayton ? 

Mr. Matusew. No, sir. 

Mr. Sourwrne. To return to the matter of this restaurant, what 
was the restaurant to which you owed money ? 

Mr. Matusow. Still do, I guess; Toots Shor’s. 

Mr. Sourwine. What was ‘the restaurant ? 

Mr. Marusow. Toots Shor; go in there a lot, pay a lot of bills 
there, too. 

Mr. Sourwine. Was that for checks you had signed ? 

Mr. Marusow. Well, I still do sign my tabs there when I go in 
there. 

Mr. Sourwrne. Do you have a friend named Irv, nicknamed Irv, 
I-r-v? 

Mr. Matusow. Maybe 10 or 15 people named that. 

Mr. Sourwrne. You have 10 or 15 friends whose nickname is Irv? 

Mr. Matusow. Might have a hundred; that is a very common name 
in New York. 

Mr. Sourwtne. Do you have a friend named Irv to whom you owe 
any money 4 

Mr. Marusow. No, sir. 

Mr. Sourwrne. Do you have a friend named Irv to whom you owed 
money in January of 1952? 

Mr. Marusow. That question came up in court last week and I 
don’t recall who that was, but I seem to recall I don’t owe that money 
to anybody now; I don’t have a record of it. 

Mr. Sourwrne. You testified that you owed him $320. 

Mr. Marvusow. I believe it was in a diary notation of mine, sir, so 
it must have been true. 

Mr. Sourwine. And you don’t remember who it was? 

Mr. Marusow. No, sir; the slightest idea. 

Mr. Sourwine. But you are testifying that you paid him? 

Mr. Marvsow. I testified that I have no record of owing him, owing 
anybody by that name now, any money, so therefore, I must have pai id 
it or I would have a record of it. 

Mr. Sourwine. Were you, Mr. Matusow, paid for your activity, 


for your camp: Wen ac tiv ity, in the State of W ashington ? 
Mr. Matusow. Y es, sir. 


Mr. Sourwtne. Who paid you? 

Mr. Matusow. I don’t recall the gentleman’s name. 

Mr. Sourwtnr. Where were you when you were paid ? 

Mr. Matusow. In the office of the campaign headquarters of Senator 
Harry Cain. 

Mr. Sourwine. Was it someone connected with that campaign head- 
quarters who paid you? 

Mr. Matusow. To my knowledge he was connected with it: 

Mr. Sourwitne. Was it Mr. Fred Hansen? 

Mr. Marusow. I don’t remember his name. He lived in Tacoma. 
practiced law there. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did you know Mr. Fred Hansen? 

Mr. Matusow. I seem to recall having met the man. 


yes, sir. 
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Mr. Sourwine. Did he live in Tacoma? 

Mr. Marvusow. I don’t know. 

Mr. Sourwrxe. Will you state that you were paid by a member 
of Senator Cain’s office staff who lived in Tacoma and practiced law 
there / 

Mr. Marusow. I didn’t say he was a member of his office staff, but 
somebody connected w ith the ec amps Lion, which is different. 

Mr. Sourwine. Will you state that you were paid by a person who 
was connected with Senator Cain’s campaign and that you were paid 
at his campaign headqu: irters, and that the person who pi uid you lived 
in Tacoma and practiced law there / 

Mr. Marvusow. To my knowledge, yes, sir; it might have been a 
real-estate office though, or law and real estate. 

Mr. Sourwine. How much were you paid then and there? 

Mr. Marvusow. I believe it was $600 or thereabouts, close on to it. 
maybe $700. 

Mr. Sourwine. You have stated in your book False Witness—— 

The Cuairman. Wait a minute. I want to understand. You say 
that you were paid, you think, $600 ? 

Mr. Matusow. Yes, sir. 

The CHairmMan. Wait just a minute now—by a man connected with 
Senator Harry Cain’s campaign headquarters who practiced law in 
Tacoma ? 

Mir. Marvusow. Or had a real estate office there. 

The Cuairnman. Or had a real-estate oflice in Tacoma ? 

Mr. Marusow. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

The payment was made, as you allege, in Senator Cain’s campaign 
headquarters / 

Mr. Matusow. Yes, sir 

The CuarrmMan. All right. Proceed. 

Mr. Sourwine. Was it cash or check ? 

Mr. Marusow. Cash. I signed a receipt for it, though. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did that receipt show the amount ? 

Mr. Marusow. I believe it did, sir. 

Mr. Sourwine. Now, you stated in your book that you were paid 
$500 on that occasion ; did you not? 

Mr. care: Yes, sir. I wanted to be conservative in my estimate 
beca ise I couldn’t find the exact figure. I believed it was 6 or 7. I 
know 7 stated 5, so as to not go overboard and make it look worse if 
| found out it was 5. 
eof SourwiNe. Now, you have testified or you had told Mr. Kahn 
during your tape-recorded conversation with him that the amount 
involved was $600: had you not? 

Mr. Marusow. i don’t know what I said in the tape-recorded con- 
versation. It was just conversation. I wasn’t checking my files to 
be accurate at that time. 

Mr. Sourwrne. Well, did you subsequently check your files 
accurate ? ; ' 

Mr. Matusow. I checked and couldn’t find the exact amount, sir, 
so that is why I put down $500 in the book; I knew it must have been 
a few hundred dollars more, but I wanted to play it safe. 


Mr. Sourwiner. And yet you testified here that everything in the 
book was the truth ? 


to be 
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Mr. Marusow. To the best of my knowledge; yes, sir. 

Mr. Sourwine. Are you testifying now that you are affirming that 
you were paid at least $500 on that occasion at Senator Cain’s head- 
quarters ¢ 

Mr. Marusow. My recollection is at least $500. 

The Cuairman. I ask, was it $500 or $600? 

Mr. Marusow. I said my recollection is it was at least $500, sin 

The Cuarrman. At least $500? 

Mr. Marusow. That is my recollection. 

The CuHarrmMan. You said a minute ago that your recollection was 
at least $600. Now, which is true? 

Mr. Marusow. No, sir. The question that counsel asked me was, 
“Will you testify that it was at least $5007” Maybe I didn’t hear the 
question right. 

Mr. Sourwtne. Could it have been as little as $400? 

Mr. Matusow. No, sir; not to my recollection. 

Mr. Sourwine. Will you testify positively that it was $400 or more 4 

Mr. Matusow. I am not going to make a positive statement about 
a recollection which is not too coherent at this time. 

Mr. Sourwrne. You will not testify positively that it was 
than $300, will you? 

Mr. Marvusow. I won't testify anything, to anything positively 
about it, because I have no definite piece of paper in my hand say 
ing this is it. 

Mr. Sourwine. Then why did you put that in your book and 
why have you sworn here that what was in your book was true? 

Mr. Marusow. As I told you, I recall it was over $500. You 

want a definite yes or no answer; I am not going to give you one, 
sir, and you know why. 

Mr. Sourwine. You have already sworn, Mr. Matusow, that the 


statements in your book are true, and your book contains the state 
ment that it was $500. 


more 


Mr. Marusow. Then why are you bringing it up now? If you 
have got a case against me, bring it; don’t start rubbing salt in 
the wound, if you think you have a wound to rub salt into. 

Mr. Sourwine. Mr. Matusow, I am not rubbing salt in your wound. 

Mr. Marusow. I don’t have any wound; you might think you are 
doing so. 

Mr. Sourwine. I am still trying earnestly—— 

Senator Weixer. Mr. Chairman, may I ask that the witness be 
admonished that he is on the witness stand under oath, and he should 
conduct himself as a witness and not be argumentative with counsel. 

The Carman. Well, I think he had a right to argue. 

Proceed. 

Mr. Marvsow. Thank you, sir. 

Mr. Sovurwtye. I am only attempting, Mr. Matusow, to carry out 
the duty I am charged with here to try to make a record of what 
you now say is the truth. 

' Mr. Marvsow. I appreciate that, sir, and I appreciate that I have 
a duty to tell the truth here to this committee and to the American 
eople. 

Mr. Sourwrye. Since you have on many prior occasions changed 
testimony previously given, I am asking you now whether it is now 
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your testimony that what you said in the book about receiv o SDO00 
in Senator Cain’s campaign headquarters was true. 

~, Marvusow. My recollection today is that is was 
SD! 


Mir. Sourwine. As a matter of fact, don’t you know that it 


more than 


ky was 
only $1507 

Mr. Marvsow. I know it was more than $150. 

Mr. Sourwixe. Don’t you know that the receipt you signed shows 
it was only SL50 7 

Mr. Marvsow. If that is the case it is a fraudulent receipt. 

Mr. Sourwine. We now have the record clear on one point. You 


are willing to swear it was more than $150: is that correct ? 

Mr. Marusow. Yes, sir; you do have the record clear on that. 

Mr. Sourwine. But you are not willing to swear it was $500, as 
you said in your book; is that right ? 

' Mr. Marusow. My plane fare from Salt Lake City to Seattle and 
back was more than $150, and that was taken care of, plus expense 
money. 

Mr. Sourwine. What does that have to do with the 
money you were paid in Senator Cain’s campaign office? 

Mr. Marusow. That was part of the money I was paid, sir. 

Mr. SourwiNe. Well, then, we are back again 

Mr. Marusow. Therefore, we established it is more than $150, and 
therefore, my recollection is that it was more has $500. If you have 
the receipt, sir, produce it, and we can see who is right. 

Mr. Sourwine. What amount, Mr. Matusow, did you report on your 
ncome tax as having received on that occasion ? 

Mr. Marusow. I recorded and reported the correct amount of money 
| earned in the year 1952. I don't recall now if I broke it down as 
to how I received every dollar, that is, because as an independent con- 
tractor, I believe my accountant advised me at the time, that I did not 
have to break down every dollar I earned as to where I earned it, but 
just the total amount, and that might be how I filed it. But I think 
maybe I have a record the other way, filing it as to how much I re- 
ceived from Senator Cain’s office, and also my expense money was not 
airline ticket money—I don’t believe was reported. 

Mr. Sourwine. That is another one of those answers that confuses 
the record but I don’t think it is important enough to go further. 

Mr. Marusow. Thank you. 

Mr. SourwinNe. Have you testified, Mr. Matusow, that you called 
and apologized to the following persons for wrongful attacks you had 
made upon them 

Mr. Matusow. Called or verbally apologized to, was my answer in 
the court. 

Mr. Sourwine. I beg your pardon? What did you say? 

The Cuamman. Repeat that, please. 

Mr. Matusow. I believe that when I referred to apologies I had 
made to certain people I referred to also either calied or personally 
saw. 

Mr. Sourwrne. Very well. 

Have you testified you called upon or called on the telephone and 
apologized to the following persons for wrongful attacks you had 
made upon them: Drew Pearsen, Marquis Childs, Elmer Davis, James 


amount of 
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Wechsler, Senator Jackson, Senator Mansfield, Senator Murray, Sena- 
tor Humphrey, and Senator Lehman ? 

Mr. Marvusow. Senator Lehman’s administrative assistant, I believe, 
not Senator Lehman himself. 

Mr. Sourwine. And the other names are correct ? 

Mr. Matusow. I spoke to Senator Murray; Senator Mansfield’s 
administrative assistant, not Senator Mansfield. I spoke to Senator 
Jackson, Senator Humphrey, Drew Pearson, Marquis Childs, James 
Wechsler, they are accurate, either on the phone or being 

Mr. Sourwine. Why did you pick those nine persons to apologize to? 

Mr. Marvusow. Those are the only ones I could recall apologizing 

); the list is much longer. 

Mr. Sourwine. You mean you did apologize to others ? 

Mr. Matusow. Yes, sir; but those are all I can recall. 

Mr. Sourwtne. Have you attempted to apologize to everyone con 
cerning whom you have lied ? 

Mr. Marvusow. Anybody whom I have able to locate ; ves, sir. 

Mr. Sourwitne. Well, you have about 240 more people now that you 
can apologize to. 

Mr. Marusow. You have got 240 on that list? Thank you, sir; I 
didn’t know there were that many. The press has reported 180 up to 
now. 

Mr. Sourwrne. Have you testified that you had falsely identified 
these nine persons as Communists or pro-Communists ? 

Mr. Marvsow. Communists, pro-Communists, or serving the Com- 
munist causes; I might have called them innocent dupes, something 
like that. 

Mr. Sourwitne. When you contacted these nine persons to apologize 
to them, did you contact them solely for that purpose ? 

Mr. Marusow. I believe when I contacted Senator Jackson it was 
by telephone, and I said, “I am sorry, I apologize; what more can I do 
at this time,” or something like that. 

Mr. Sourwtne. That does not answer the question. 

Mr. Marusow. Well, in some cases the apology was there solely 
for the case of apology. There might have been other aspects to the 
conversation, but it nevertheless was an apology, and it would have 
been regardless of the other part of the conversation. 

Mr. Sourwine. Didn’t you ask every one of those people for money ? 

Mr. Matusow. No, sir. 

Mr. Sourwtyr. Which ones didn’t you ask for money ? 

Mr. Marvusow. I will go through the list again and I will give it to 
you. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did you ask Elmer Davis a money ? 

Mr. Marusow. I didn’t ask him for money; I asked him if he knew 
of a publisher I might see. 

Mr. Sourwtne. Did you ask Drew Pearson for money ? 

Mr. Marusow. No; I asked him to send some money back or as a 
loan. 

Mr. Sourwtne. Didn’t you ask him for money? 

Mr. Marvsow. I asked him also if he knew of a publisher, but I 
didn’t ask him for money. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did you ask Marquis Childs for money ? 

Mr. Marvsow. Again I asked him if he knew of a publisher. 
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The CHatrrman. Answer the question. The question was did you 
ask him for money. What is your answer? 

Mr. Marvusow. Well, I am trying to let counsel know when I wanted 
somebody to help me find a publisher I would consider that asking for 
money. 

Mr. SourwineE. So would I. 

Mr. Marusow. And that is why I am stating it; I think it should 
be clarified, si 

Mr. Sourwine. Did you ask James Wechsler for money ¢ 

Mr. Sourwtne. Yes: I offered to sell him the story. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did you ask Senator Jackson for money ? 

Mr. Marusow. No, sir. 

Mr. Sourwtne. His administrative assistant ? 

Mr. Marvusow. I didn’t speak to his administrative assistant. 

Mr. Sourwtne. Anyone in his office ? 

Mr. Marusow. No, sir. 

Mr. Sourwitne. Did you as sk Senator Mansfield for money 

Mr. Matusow. Never talked to Senator Mansfield. 

Mr. Sourwine. His administrative assistant ? 

Mr. Matusow. | didn’t ask him for money; I think I asked him if 
he knew a publisher or in that sense—— 

Mr. Sourwine. Well, you said you consider that asking for 

Mr. Marusow. Well, in that sense I think it should be clarified as 
to what the purpose of the request was, 

Mr. Sourwine. You were trying to get money ? 

Mr. Marrusow. | was trying to get a subsidy to write a book. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did you ask Senator Murray for money ? 

Mr. Marusow. No, sir. 

Mr. Sourw1nxe. Anyone in wt office ? 

Mr. M ATUSOW. | don’t be ‘lie ve I aske d : anyone in his offic 78 for money. 
I believe I talked to somebody in his office on one occasion about try- 
ing to get a publisher, but I didn’t think anything would happen 
through his office. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did you ask Senator Humphrey for money? 

Mr. Marusow. I talked about a publisher again. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did you ask Senator Lehman or anyone in his office 
for money ¢ 

Mr. Matusow. I believe I talked about a publisher. 

(Senator Jenner left the hearing room.) 

Mr. Sourwine. You have testified that you sought secret loans of 
$1,500 from a number of persons? 

Mr. Matusow. That isn’t my language. 

Mr. Sourwine. Is that substantially correct ? 

Mr. Matusow. No, sir. 

Mr. Sourwine. Well, put it in your language, then. 

Mr. Matusow. All right, sir. I spoke to a number of people about 
trying to get a subsidy to write this book. 

Mr. Sourwine. Oh, no—— 

Mr. Marusow. Let me finish the answer. I sound familiar—I will 
sound like a Senator here when we finish—I am sorry. 

Senator Wetker. What was that? 

The CuHarrman. Come on, now. Let us not have anything theatri- 
cal about it. 

Mr. Matusow. I can’t help it, sir; I try to—— 
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The Cuarrman. Make your answer responsive to the question. 

Mr. Marusow. I contacted a number of people about trying to get 
subsistence to write this book, and in the process of doing so I felt 
that maybe whoever did help me, if somebody did, would be intimi- 
dated by the press or by certain pressures because of the nature of my 
book; and, therefore, suggested to these people that I would not—I 
have told—I said I have told a number of people that I would like 
to receive this money anonymously so that I don’t know specifically 
who it was and can never testify to that if I am called before a 
committee. 

Mr. Sourwine. Now, Mr. Matusow, with regard to Bishop Oxnam, 
you testified that you did suggest the possibility that someone would 


? 


lend you $1,500 and would do it anonymously, so that you would not 
know who it was, didn’t you? 

Mr. Marusow. Right. 

Mr. Sourwine. That would have been a secret, then, would it not? 

Mr. Marusow. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Sourwine. It would have been a secret loan, then, would it not ? 

Mr. Marusow. Well—— 

Mr. Sourwine. Wouldn’t it? 

Mr. Marusow. In your terminology, in my substance, yes, sir. 

Mr. Sourwine. Yes, sir. 

Now, you testified that you made similar propositions to others, did 
you not ¢ 

Mr. Marusow. I did, 

Mr. Sourwine. Now, I want to know from what others did you 
seek secret loans. 

Mr. Marvsow. I have no recollection of who they are, sir. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did you get any money from anyone under that 
kind of a proposition ? 

Mr. Marusow. No, sir. 

Mr. Sourwrxe. Did you get any money from an anonymous donor 
or lender? 

Mr. Marusow. Not that I recall, sir. No, sir. 

Mr. Sourwtne. Did you get any money from Alfred Kohlberg? 

Mr. Matusow. Oh, he once offered me some money to sue the Alsop 
brothers, but I never received it; I never asked for it. 

Mr. Sourwitne. We will come to that in a moment. 

Did you ask Mr. Kohlberg for $1,500 or ask him to help you ar- 
range a secret loan of $1,500? 

Mr. Marvusow. I have heard tell that he has told that story around 
but it is not true. 

The Cuatrman. Answer the question. 

Mr. Matusow. No, sir; I didn’t ask Mr. Kohlberg for that money. 

The CuArrMan. All right. 

Mr. Sourwtyne. Did you make to Mr. Kohlberg substantially the 
same proposition that you made to Bishop Oxnam about an anony- 
mous phone call with noe to a lender of $1,500? 

Mr. Marusow. God, no; I didn’t do any such thing. Mr. Kohlberg 
wouldn’t have—sorry. 

Mr. Sourwtne. Do you know Louis Waldman? 
Mr. Marvsow. Yes, I do. 


Mr. Sourwiye. Did you talk to him about a loan or gift of $1,500? 
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Mr. Marusow. I think I might have talked to him about a loan; 
ves, sir. 

Mr. Sourwtne. Well, did you? 

Mr. Marvsow. I might have: I don’t recall so, but it is possible. 

Mr. Sourwine. Was that in the connotation of the secret loan such 
as you have discussed ? 

Mr. Marvsow. I don’t recall if it was. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did you tell Louis Waldman that if he or someone 
else would give you $1,500 you would not write your book? 

Mr. Marusow. No, I did not. 

Mr. Sourwtne. Is that a categorical answer? 

Mr. Marusow. I did not state that to Mr. Waldman. 

Mr. Sourwtne. Are you answering with regard to the substance 
or the exact words of my question / 

Mr. Matusow. I did not state to Mr. Waldman that if I received 
any money I would not write my book. 

Mr. Sourwtne. Did you, in substance, state that to him? 

Mr. Marvsow. In substance or any other way I did not state that 
to him. 

Mr. Sourwitne. Did you solicit funds from anyone in connection 
with the preparation of your book; I mean directly solicit funds ? 

Mr. Marusow. Yes: I believe I borrowed a few dollars at one time 
from a friend. 

Mr. Sourwine. From whom did you directly solicit funds in con 
nection with the preparation of your book? 

Mr. Marvsow. My publishers. 

Mr. Sourwine. From anyone else? 

Mr. Marusow. Not that I reeall. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did you solicit $500 from Jimmy Sullivan in Sen- 
ator Manstfield’s office ? 

Mr. Marusow. Gosh, no; as I said, I was looking for an advance. 

The CHarrMaAn. Wait a minute. 

Mr. Marvsow. I don’t—I didn’t solicit $500 from Mr. Sullivan. 
Mr. Sullivan told me that the Farmers Union was interested in pur- 
chasing an article I had to write or the chapter of my book dealing 
with the Montana campaign, and he felt that the Farmers Union 
would purchase that, and that in itself would help subsidize me, in 
the writing of my book. In that sense I solicited the money from 
him. 

Mr. Sourwtne. How had the subject come up? 

Mr. Matusow. In the process of my talking to Mr. Sullivan about 
the apology I was going to make or did make. 

Mr. Sourwine. Didn’t you talk to Mr. Sullivan about the fact 
that. you needed money for this book ? 

Mr. Marvsow. I talked to a lot of people, Mr. Sullivan included; 
ves, sir. 

’ Mr. Sourwrye. Then you did solicit funds from Mr. Sullivan, 
didn’t you? 

Mr. Marvusow. I did not solicit from him. I believe I talked to 
Mr. Sullivan about him being an intermediary with the Farmers 
Union. Get the facts straight. 

Mr. Sourwine. Who brought up first the subject of the Farmers 
Union in your conversation with Mr. Sullivan? 

Mr. Matusow. I don’t recall. 
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Mr. Sourwinr. Did you ever have a telephone conversation with 
Marquis Childs 

Mr. Marvsow. Might have; I believe so. 

Mr. Sourwi1ne. When / 

Mr. Marvusow. Spring of 1954. 

Mr. Sourwine. Where were you? 

Mr. Marusow. Washington. 

Mr. Sourwine. Where was he? 

Mr. Marvusow. Washington. 

Mr. Sourwrxe. What did you telephone him about? 

Mr. Marvusow. Told him I would like to meet him and apologize 
to him for having called him a couple of names. 

Mr. Sourwine. Where were you in Washington ? 

Mr. Matusow. I was, I believe, in this office building. 

Mr. Sourwine. Where was Mr. Childs when you reached him by 
telephone / 

Mr. Marusow. I believe he was at home. 

Mr. Sourwrne. Did you ask him to come to the Senate Office 
Building to meet you? 

Mr. Matt SOW. No. sir 

Mr. Sourwrne. Where did you ask him to come? 

Mr. Marusow. He asked me to come and meet him. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did you meet him at his office? 

Mr. Marusow. I met him in the lobby at his office across the street 
from the Mayflower Hotel. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did you telephone to him and ask him to come out 
and meet you in a hotel room ? 

Mr. Marvsow. Not that I recall; it might have been possible, you 
know, when I called him, a we made an appointment, we did get 
together, you know. I might have said, “Well, can you come up here, 
and he may have said, “No,” and I said, “O. K., then I will come down 
here”: right niple. 

Mr. Sourwine. Up here. would you have been ina hotel room’? Y+ 
weren't at a hotel room at the time. 

Mr. Marvusow. I might have been staying at a hotel here. 

Mr. Sourwinr. Do you rem rember where you were staying / 

Mr. Marvsow. Not offhand. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did you on that occasion meet with Mr. Mara 
Childs? 

Mr. Marusow. Yes. sir 

Mr. Sourwine. As a result of your telephone appointment? 

Mr. Marusow. Yes, sir: we did. 

Mr. Sourwrtne. Where did you meet with him? 

Mr. Marvsow. I believe it was a People’s Drug Store down on 17th 
Street 

Mr. Sourwine. Wasn't that after you had asked him to meet you 
in a hotel room and he had declined to do so? 

Mr. Marvsow. I believe. sit ry it is very possible that I said, on 
you meet me at my hotel room,” and he said, “No; Iam busy. Wil 
you meet me at my office?” It is possible: I don’t say it didn’t happen. 

Mr. Sourwinet. When you met him at the P eople’s Drug Store on 
that occasion did you - en and there ask him for money ? 


Mr. Marvsow. In the sense of helping me locate a publisher for 
book: ves 
mV DOOK: ves 
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Mr. Sourwrne. Did he say he would ? 

Mr. Mart SOW. He didn’t commit himself one Way O1 another. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did he give you any money ‘ 

Mr. Marusow. No, sir: bought me a coke. 

Mr. Sourwine. He bought you a coke / 

Mr. Marvusow. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Sourwine. Now, you have testified you had coffee with Mr. 
Elmer Davis at the Will: ard Hotel: have vou not ‘ 

Mr. Marvusow. Yes, s 

Mr. Sourwtne. W ae was that / 

Mr. Marvusow. Oh, I think it was October 1953, 

Mr. Sourwine. By ge 

Mr. Marusow. Yes, s 

Mr. Sourwine. Did ran then and there ask him for money ¢ 

Mr. Marusow. No, sir: | wouldn’t say I asked him for money. I 
asked him to suggest a publisher I might see. 

Mr. Sourwtne. Haven't you said you considered that as asking for 
money é 

Mr. Marvusow. This was—well, ves, sir; we will go back 
correct: Lam wrong. 

Mr. Sourwine. You had coffee with Elmer Davis. but you had 
( hocolate malt with Marquis Childs. ana cid Vou pas for the drinks 


you are 


on either occasion ¢ 

Mr. Marusow. I don’t think I did. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did you ever try to borrow money from a man 
named Hayes from the Haves Sientaure, 145 West 56th Street, New 
York ? 

Mr. Marrusow. No; Mr. Hayes claims so, but he is wrong. 

Mr. Sourwrne. That is your positive testimony ¢ 

tr, Marusow. That is my positive testimony. 

Mr. Sourwine. You never tried to borrow money from him. 

Did you ever try to get money from him or solicit money from him 
or try to get him to get you a publisher? 

Mr. Marusow. I don’t recall any conversations I had with Mr. 
Hayes. 

Mr. Sourwine. If you do not recall what conversation you had with 
Mr. Hayes 

Mr. Marvusow. I know I didn’t ask him to lend me money; that much 
I know. I am an actor and registered with his registry, and was up 
there every day talking to him about something. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did you ever try to borrow money from 
named Morton Pooner from the Prager Publishing Co. ? 

Mr. Marusow. I tried to get an advance on publishing a book; I 
wouldn’t say borrowing money from him. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did you ever try to borrow money from him 

Mr. Marusow. No, sir. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did you ever try to borrow money from Richard 
A. Brown of the Committee for an Effective Congress? 

Mr. Marusow. Tried to get an advance for a book 
yes, sir. 

Mr. Sourwine. Well, now, Mr. Matusow, Richard A. Brown of the 
Committee for an Effective Congress is not a publisher, is he? 


Mr. Marusow. Well, he had contacts with some publishers, and I 
know I knew it then. 


a man 


in that sense: 
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Mr. SourwrNe. You were trying to get an advance from him t 
publish 

Mr. Marvusow. I was trying to get him to put me in contact with a 
publisher. 

Mr. Sourwine. Now, as a matter of fact, what you asked him for 


was money to subsidize the writing of your book, was it not? 
Mr. Marusow. Well, it is six of one and half a dozen of the other, 
sIr. j 
Mr. Sourwine. No, it is not. You have attempted yourself to 
make a distinction, Mr. Matusow, between asking for a publisher and 
asking for money to subsidize you in writing a book. 
Mr. Marusow. Sir, you have corrected me and I have accepted your 
correction, 
Mr. Sourwrtne. You are now stating there is no difference in your 
mind between asking someone to get you a publisher and getting 
money to help subsidize the writing of the book ? 
Mi. Mart sow. For your purposes there is ho difference: vou are 
splitting hairs. 
Mr. Sourwtne. For your purposes, was there any difference ? 
Mr. Marvusow. At that time? 
Mr. Sourwine. Yes. 
Mr. Matusow. The esthetic differences, the values involved there. 
t would take too long to go into. 
Mr. Sourwtnr. You were trying 
Mr. Marusow. Yes: there was a difference. 
Mir. Sourwine. What was the difference ? 
Mr. Marvsow. Well, it will take a little bit of a philosophical dis 
sertation, and I don’t want to take the committee’s time up with it. 
Mr. Sourwine. Well, in the ease of Richard Brown, which were 
you trying to do, get an advance on the publication of the book or get 
. subsidization of the writing? 
Mr. Marvsow. My recollection is not too clear on what it was. 
Mr. Sourwine. You testified very promptly when I asked you the 
question. 
Mr. Marcsow. I said the recollection is not an articulate one. 
Mr. Sourwinr. Did you know Mr. Richard A. Brown? 
Mr. Marvsow. IT had met him—no, wait a minute, hold on. All of 
a sudden it dawns on me it was not Mr. Brown whom I talked to. 
It was another gentleman of a Committee for an Effective Congress. 
Mr. Sourwine. To whom did you talk ? 
Mr. Marvusow. I forget his name. If vou have it there you can 
refresh my recollection. 
Mr. Sourwine. Now, you said to vour recollection it was another 
gentleman. I want to know who it was. 
Mr. Matvcsow. IT don’t know who it was. 
Mr. Sourwine. Are you now stating you did not talk to Mr. Richard 
\. Brown to get money for your book? 
Mr. Marvsow. I was thinking of a Committee for an Effective Con- 
gress; all of a sudden it dawns on me I don’t know a Mr. Richard A. | 
Brown. I 


Mr. Sourwine. Let us stick to your testimony, whether you tried 
to borrow money, borrow any money from Richard A. Brown or tried 
to get money from Richard A. Brown for subsidizing your book. 


mR ee 
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Mr. Marvusow. Now, I don’t recall that: I didn't talk to him, but 
there was another gentleman I talked to. 

Mr. Sourwiner. Did you know him‘ 

\ir. Marusow. The other gent leman / 

\ir. SOURWINE. Yes. 

Mr. Marusow. I never met, but I don't know the other gentleman. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did you know him before you talked to him about 
getting money for your book ¢ 
~ Mr. Marusow. Well, someone suggested I call him up and make an 
appomtinent, 

Mr. SourwiIne. Who was that ? 

Mr. Matusow. I don't know. 

Mr. Sourwine. How did you come to a Committee for an Effective 
Congress for your book ¢ 

Mr. Marvusow. I think they were out to destroy McCarthyism, and 
that was my purpose, so we had something in common. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did you get any money there / 

Mr. Marusow. No, sn 

Mr. Sourwine. Did you ever receive money, directly or indirectly, 
from any newspaper columnist other than Mr. Drew Pearson ? 

\ir. Mart sow. Not to my einai 

Mr. Sourwrtne. Did you ever receive any money, directly or in 
rectly, from any radio or television broadeaster or commentator 
other than Mr. Drew Pearson ? 

Mr. Marvusow. Outside of normal work as a pel ‘former or 
television ; no, sir; not to my recollection. 

Mr. ee Did you ever receive any money, directly or indi 
rectly. from an e mployee of a newspaper or of a columnist or of a radio 
broadc aster or commentator other than Mr. Drew Pearson ? 

Mr. Matusow. Gadzooks, I know a lot of people in the radio and TV 
industry, and I might have indirectly or directly received some money, 
hut not for the purpose of my book. to my recollection. if that is your 
question. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did you ever receive any money from Mr. David 
Kerr? 

Mr. Matusow. Who? 

Mr. Sourwine. Mr. David Kerr. 

Mr. Matusow. I don’t know who he is. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did you ever receive any money from Mr. David 
Karr ? 

Mr. Matusow. I don’t know the name. 

Mr. Sourwrne. After you gave Drew Pearson something for his 
column in January, did you subsequently give-— 

Mr. Matusow. January 1953. 

Mr. Sourwrne (continuing). Give him something else ? 

Mr. Matusow. January 1953. 

Mr. Sourwine. That was the only January in which you gave him 
anything; was it not ? 

Mr. Matusow. Well, I just thought the record should be clear. 

Mr. Sourwine. After you gave Mr. Drew Pearson for his column in 

anuary 1953, did you cive him anything else ? 

oe Marvusow. Well, I ap ypeared on his TV show in 1954. 

Mr. Sourwine. Didn’t you give him some notes that were used on his 
television show in May of 1953? 


actor on 
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Mr. Matusow. Those are the ones I gave him in January. 

Mr. Sourwinr. Those are the same ones you gave him in January? 

Mr. Marusow. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Sourwine. For which you received $250 ? 

Mr. Matusow. As a loan. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did you ever have an arrangement with Mr. Jack 
Anderson to furnish him with information for Drew Pearson ? 

Mr. Matusow. No arrangement. Jack Anderson is a friend of 
mine, and I said “If I ever run into any news items that I think you 
can use I will give it to you,” and it wasn’t on the basis of cash and 
carry, either. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did you furnish him with any news items ? 

Mr. Marusow. Oh, I don’t recall if I did or didn’t. In conversation 
he might have picked something up from me, but I don’t know if it 
was ever used. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did you ever get any money from Jack Anderson ? 

Mr. Matusow. Oh, I think I once borrowed $5 from him— paid him 
back the next day. 

Mr. Sourwine. Is that all? 

Mr. Matusow. That is all I can recall. 

Mr. Sourwine. As a matter of fact, Mr. Anderson is not a friend 
of yours, as you attempt to imply, is he? 

Mr. Marvsow. I had dinner with him the other night, so I presume 
heisafriend. He did not act unfriendly. 

Mr. Sourwryr. Since you have been down here? 

Mr. Marusow. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Sourwitne. For this hearing? 

Mr. Marusow. Last week. I believe last Monday night. 

Mr. Sourwine. You testified, did you not, that you were in Wash 
ington in May of 1953, contacting certain people down here in an 
attempt to sell the book or get it published ? 

Mr. Marusow. Yes. 

Mr. Sourwine. Who did you contact for that purpose ? 

Mr. Marvsow. I don’t recall, other than the names that have already 
‘ome into the hearing. I do not recall any other. 

Mr. Sourwine. You have stated that you discussed the book and 
a sample chapter dealing with Senator McCarthy, with a Mr. David 
Irons? 

Mr. Marvsow. Sir, you have pointed out something which I was 
greatly shocked by—greatly hurt by it, because I have a great deal of 
admiration for Mr. Irons. I would rather you don’t discuss it. I did 
not know 

Mr. So rwine. You have stated that you discussed the book and : 
sample chapter with Mr. Irons, have you not? 

Mr. ME \Tusow. Yes, sir 

Mr. Sovurwine. That sample chapter did not say anything about 
lving on the witness st and ? 2 
' Mr. Marvusow. No, sir; I never left the impression that I told Mr. 
Irons tl vat hie. 

Mr. Sourwtne. Did you ever offer your book to Simon & Schuster? 

Mr. Marusow. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Sourwine. When? 

Mr. Marvsow. I don’t recall the date—last vear. 

Mr. Sourwinr. What did you ask for at that time? 
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Mr. Marvusow. I believe $1.500 advance. 

Mr. Sourwine. Who did you talk with? 

Mr. Marvusow. Mr. Barnes. 

Mr. Sourwine. Joe Barnes? 

Mr. Marusow. Joseph Barnes; yes, sir. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did you at that time state that you had documenta- 
tion ¢ 

Mr. Marusow. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Sourwine. A trunkful ? 

Mr. Marvusow. Oh, I might have said a filing cabinet full. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did they ask to let a lawyer look at the documents? 

Mr. Marvsow. I said a lawyer will have to go to my home or the 
place the documents are at. They said, “No; the lawyer is not going 
to go up there; you have to bring it down here.” so we didn’t do any- 
thing. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did you ever offer your book to the New York Post? 

Mr. Marvusow. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Sourwine. Who did you see there ? 

Mr. Marusow. Mr. Wechsler. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did you talk with Mr. William Dufty? 

Mr. Marusow. Yes, sir. 

Mir. Sourwine. Was your proposal rejected ? 

Mr. Marusow. At the time, it was; yes, sir. 

Mr. Sourwine. How much did you ask for your book at that time? 

Mr. Marvusow. I don’t recall. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did your book at that time say anything about 
lying on the witness stand ? 

Mr. Marusow. The outline, so far as I am concerned, had it in 
there, but I didn’t put it down in black and white because of many 
reasons. 

Mr. Sourwine. It was the same chapter about McCarthy that you 
had at that time and were peddling around, were you not ? 

Mr. Marusow. And still is in the book. 

Mr. Sourwtne. Did you ever take the manuscript of your book to 
Mr. Paul Sand, executive editor of the New York Post? 

Mr. Marusow. I believe he was. No, I don’t think—well, I know he 
saw the manuscript—I was told he did. We discussed the book prior 
to the manuscript being written. 

Mr. Sourwitne. Did you take the manuscript of the book to 
Harper's ¢ 

Mr. Marusow. Yes. 

Mr. Sourwine. To Nester? 

Mr. Marusow. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Sourwine. Do you know Dan Buckley ? 

Mr. Marvsow. I do, sir. 

Mr. Sourwine. Who is he? 

Mr. Marusow. Dan Buckley is a former investigator for the com- 
mittee that was investigating Senator McCarthy’s charges in Wheel- 
ing, W. Va., who resigned that committee and denounced that commit- 
tee, and then, through that, forced Senator McCarthy, according to 
Mr. Buckley, to appoint him as assistant counsel to the McCarthy 
Committee. And Mr. Buckley has since accused me of trying to 
blackmail. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did you ever threaten Mr. Buckley ? 
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Mr. Marvsow. He is not worth threatening. 

The CuatrmMan. Wait a minute. Answer it. 

Mr. Marusow. No, sir: I never did. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did you ever ask him for money / 

Mr. Marvusow. Not to my recollection, but the reverse is true. 

Mr. Sourwrne. Did you ever tell him you were desperately in need 
of money and would get it by hook or by crook ? 

Mr. Marusow. I do not believe I ever said that to Mr. Bue kley. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did you tell Mr. Buckley you had written a book 
in which his name was mentioned ? 

Mr. Marusow. Very possible. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did you tell him Senator McCarthy’s name also was 
mentioned 2 

Mr. Marvusow. It is very possible. 

Mr. Sor RWINE. Did you tell him this book Was derogatory to both 
him and Senator McCarthy / 

Mr. Marusow. I don’t think Mr. Buckley is worth too much space 
in the book. I think I might have said it was derogatory—not de- 
rogatory, but I think I might have said, told some of the truth about 
the activities of the McC arthy forces in this country. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did you te 1 him you had destroyed the manuscript 
of this book ? 

Mr. Marusow. I said I had destroyed a vindictive, lying type of 
manuscript that I had written: was now writing an objective | hook. 

Mr. Sourwine. Had you, in fact, destroyed the manuscript of this 
book @ 

Mr. Marusow. Of a book; yes, sir. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did you tell him you had been offered $20,000 for 
that manuseript ¢ 

Mr. Marusow. I don’t reeall what I told him. It is very possible 
I said almost anything then to Mr. Buckley about that. 

Mr. Sourwine. Was it true that you had been offered $20,000 for 
that manuscript 4 

Mr. Marusow. No: but the record should be straight about Mr. 
Buckley being a naive individual whom people appease a lot and 
whose leg is pulled quite frequently, and I think you know that, sir, 
f you know Mr. Buckley, and in saying things li ke this to Mr. Buck- 
ley jokingly 

The CHamoMan. Wait a minute: wait a minute. You have answered 
the question. 

Mr. Marusow. All right, sir 

Mr. Sourwine. Did you talk with Mr. Buckley at the Carroll 
Arms Hotel an afternoon in April 1954 ¢ 

Mr. M ATUSOW. Very possible. 

Mr. Sourwtxe. Well. did you or did you not ? 

Mr. Marvsow. It could have been April; it could have been March; 

t could have been May, or it could have been in 1953—talked to Mr. 
Buckley on a number of occasions. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did you talk with him on an occasion in the Car 
roll Arms Hotel when you told him that vou wanted to talk with him 
privately ¢ 

Mr. Marvsow. I doubt it. 

Mr. SOURWINE. There were W it? esses To this On casion, Mr. Matusow. 
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Mr. Marusow. Very possible that they can be witnesses to some 
statement that people now think I made. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did you ask him for his telephone number ¢ 

Mr. Marusow. Dan Buckley was with some ‘body. Yes, I 


I said, “Dan, what is your phone number in New Yorké We 
together when you get up there and chat.’ 

Mr. Sourwine. Did you call him on the telephone a night or so 
later ¢ 

Mr. Matusow. Did I? 

Mr. Sourwine. Yes. 

Mr. Marusow. Might have: might 

Mr. Sourwine. You do not recall ¢ 

Mr. Marusow. | might have called him shortly thereafter to tell 
him I was working in a night club down here in Washington. why did 
not he come by and catch the act. In fact, I recall having told him 
about that. 


Mr. Sourwine. Did you in 


believe 
will get 


not have. I don’t reeall. 


a telephone conversation remind him 
of your previous conversation with him about the book you had 
written ? 

Mr. Matusow. I did not. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did you ask him what it would be worth to him 
to have his name eliminated from your book ¢ 

Mr. Marvusow. No, sir. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did you tell him you needed a thousand dollars? 

Mr. Marusow. No, sir. 

Mr. Sourwrne. Did you tell him that for that 
eliminate his name from the book ? 

Mr. Marvusow. That is ridiculous, sir: I never said such a thing. 

Mr. SourwINe. Did vou later offer to him to eliminate his name 
from the book for $500? 

Mr. Matusow. No, sir. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did he refuse that, and did not you thereafter tell 
him that you would accept the loan of a thousand dollars. 

Mr. Marusow. I have never attempted to blackmail Mr. Buckley 
yr anybody else. 

The Cuatrman. Answer the question. 

Mr. Marvusow. No, sir, I never made such a statement to Mr. 
Buckley. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did you on the occasion of that telephone conver 
sation with Mr. Bue kley tell him that you had made contact with the 
officials of the Communist Party, and that you had been assured 
that the Communist Party would guarantee to take care of you finan 
cially if you would do certain things the Party wanted? 

Mr. Marusow. I am accused of being a liar—no, sir. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did you teil him that guaranty was to materialize 
shortly ? 

Mr. Matusow. What? What did yousay? I did not hear that. 

Mr. Sourwtne. Did you tell him that this guaranty from the Com 
munist Party was going to materialize shortly ? ? 

Mr. Matusow. Definitely no, with a capital “N” and underlined. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did Mr. Buckley ask you if you gw that if you 
got money from him you would then not cooperate with the Communist 
Party? 

Mr. Marvusow. No, sir. No such statements were made. 


amount you would 
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Mr. Sourwine. Did you, Mr. Matusow, ever state that you had 
lived in Greenwich Village with two other persons, one of whom 
was a sexual deviate ? 

Mr. Marusow. What? 

Mr. Socurwine. Did you ever state that you had lived in Greenwich 
Village with two other persons, one of whom was a sexual deviate ? 

Mr. Marusow. I don’t believe I made any such statement. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did you ever state to anyone that you have lived in 
Greenwich Village with a Negro girl? 

Mr. Marvsow. I don’t want to raise the race issue. I don’t believe 
I ever stated that. 

Mr. Sourwrne. Did you ever state that you and a Negro girl, with 
whom you lived in Greenwich Village, were both Communist Party 
members ? 

Mr. Marusow. I don’t recall any such statement. 

Mr. Sourwtne. Did you, in fact, ever make such a statement? 

(There was a crash.) 

Mr. Marvusow. That was Johnny stepping around. 

Mr. Sourwrine. Did you, in fact, ever live in Greenwich Village 
with a Negro girl? 

Mr. Marvsow. No, su 

Mr. Sourwine. Did you ever state, to show what good party members 
you were, you and this girl intended to adopt 2 children, 1 Chinese 
and 1 Negro? 

Mr. Marvusow. No, sir. 

Mr. Sourwine. Mr. Chairman, I have here an affidavit signed by 
Martha N. and John Edmiston, of Warren County, Ohio. I would 
like to offer this affidavit for the record and for consideration of the 
committee, as to whether the Edmistons or either of them should be 
called as a witness. 

Mr. Marvusow. What else could you expect from professional 
witnesses. 

The Crarrman. Now, wait a minute. That is a gratuitous state 
ment, and it will not go in the record. 

Senator Dantex. Do not judge all of them by yourself. 

Mr. Matusow. I know the Edmistons quite well, sir. I can judge 
them by my standards. 

Mr. Sourwtne. That was my next question, sir. 

The Crain. It will be admitted. 

(The Edmiston affidavit, dated February 14, 1955, and consisting of 
6 pages, was marked “Exhibit 30,” and appears below :) 


Exutsit No. 30 
AFFIDAVIT 


STATE oF OnrI0, Butler County, 88: 

Before me, the undersigned authority, this day personally appeared MartHa 
N. Epmiston and Joun J. Epmiston, otherwise known as Ep Epmiston, of 
Waynesville, Warren County, Ohio, to me well known and known to be the 
persons who have signed the following statement, and, being by me first duly 
sworn, did depose and say: 

That Marrua N. Epmiston now is Public Relations Director for Aeronca 
Manufacturing Corporation of Middletown, Ohio, and that previously, and 
during most of the time when the facts related herein transpired, was Public 
Information Officer at the Wright-Patterson Air Force Base, Dayton, Ohio. 

That Joun J. (Ep) Epmiston now is a reporter for the Middletown Journal, 
of Middletown, Ohio, and that during part of the time when the facts related 
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herein transpired, he was a reporter for the Dayton Journal-Herald, of Dayton, 
Ohio. and Jater was engaged in publicity and public relations work in Dayton, 
Ohio. 

That during the years 1940 and 1941 both Affiants herein were employed as 
undercover operatives for the Federal Bureau of Investigation, engaged in re- 
porting the activities of the Communist Party: and, employed as such, were 
affiliated with the Communist Party Sections in Columbus and Cincinnati, 
Ohio; and that they joined the Communist Party at the request of the Federal 
Bureau of Investigation, reporting to FBI agents in Columbus and Cincinnati. 

That on or about July 12, 13, and 14, 1950, they gave sworn testimony of 
their experiences while so employed by the Federal Bureau of Investigation 
before the Committee on Un-American Activities of the U. S. House of Rep 
resentatives, and attention is invited to a printed report of said hearings, 
published by the House of Representatives. 

The Affiant MArTHA N. Epmiston further deposes and says: 

That during the late summer or early fall of 1951 she first met one Harvey 
MARSHALL Matusow while she was chief of the Press Section of the Public 
Information Office, Wright-Patterson Air Force Base, Dayton, Ohio; and that 
at that time Captain Howarp L. HeNsLeEy, now believed to be residing in 
Oakland, California, was Public Information Officer, a post to which she 
succeeded a few weeks later. 

That on the occasion when she first met him, Matusow was a staff sergeant in 
the U. S. Air Foree, assigned to Wright-Patterson Air Force Base 

That at the time, Matusow told the Affiant and Caprain HENSLEY that he had 
been referred to the Public Information Office by a chaplain assigned to the 
\ir Force Base: that Matusow related that he had told the chaplain he had 
been a Communist Party member in New York City for approximately five years; 
that during the last year of his membership he had experienced a “change of 
heart’ toward Communism, and for some months had reported information on 
Communist activities to the Federal Bureau of Investigation; and that he had 
been expelled from the Communist Party early in 1951. 

That Matusow related that he had told the chaplain he was anxious to “clear 
my name” and to instruct youth on the dangers of Communism as he had 
learned them ; that he wished clearance to speak to youth groups on the subject; 
that he wished to regain the faith and confidence of his parents, who, he said, 
had been made unhappy by his Communist activities and affiliations, and to merit 
their devotion to him, particularly since he was their only living son, his only 
brother having been killed in service during World War II. 

That Matusow said the chaplain had advised him to take his problem to the 
Public Information Office since that office had jurisdiction over the speaking 
engagements of Air Force military personnel. 

That the Affiant MarrHa N. Epmiston then asked Matusow whether he had 
offered to testify concerning his Communist experience before the Committee on 
Un-American Activities, or any other Congressional body assigned to Communist 
investigation, in an attempt to “clear his name;” that Marusow said he had not. 

That the Affiant MarrHa N. EpmisTton and CaApTraAIN HENSLEY then asked 
Matusow whether he had talked with, or was known to, the Dayton office of 
the Federal Bureau of Investigation, and that MArusow replied in the negative. 
But that he told the Affiant and Caprarin Henstey that he had advised the Office 
of Special Investigations at the Air Force Base of his Communist activities. 

That the Affiant MarrHa N. EpMmiIston and Caprain Henstey instructed 
Matusow that he could not speak publicly on Communism without permission 
from Higher Authority, and advised him against any public utterance on the 
subject since he admittedly had not attained a status of privilege by appearing 
before Congress or a Court of Record. 

That upon being advised that the Affiants herein formerly had been assigned 
by the Federal Bureau of Investigation to report on Communist activities, and 
that they subsequently had testified before the Committee on Un-American 
Activities, as hereinabove related, Matusow asked the Affiant MarTHA N. Epmis- 
TON to assist him to clear his name and to expose Communism in the New York 
City area by helping to bring his facts to the attention of the Committee on 
Un-American Activities. 

That the Affiant then referred Matusow to her husband, Affiant Jonn J. 
EDMISTON, who might assist Matusow in what appeared to her to be a worthy 
and patriotic undertaking; that at the time Matusow impressed her as an hum- 
ble, appealing young man, sincere in his expressed wish to be regarded as a 
loyal American and to do his part in combating the evils of Communism. 
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That, upon Marusow’s leaving her office, the Affiant immediately called Harlan 
D. Shaw, FBI agent in Dayton, advising him of the information Matusow had 
given her, and seeking confirmation of MATUSOW’s statement that he had supplied 
information to the New York office of the FBI. 

The Affiant Joun J. Epmiston further deposes and says: 

That on an evening following his wife’s meeting Marusow, the Affiant received 
a telephone call from MAtrusow asking for an interview; and that night the 
Affiant met Marvusow in the Century Bar in Dayton, Ohio, a tavern then fre 
quented by newspaper people. 

That on this occasion MAarusow reiterated substantially what he had told the 
Affiant Marrua N. EpMIstron and that some of the conversation and parts of his 
narrative of Communist Party experiences in New York were overheard by 
R. MARSHALL NSrross, City Editor, and Mrs. ELEANor C, Lone, Financial Bditor, 
of the Dayton Journal Herald, who occupied a tavern booth with MAtTusow and 
the Affiant. 

That upon hearing MaTrusow’s plausible story, and believing that it was true, 
the Affiant Joun J. EpMISTON suggested that MATusow prepare an autobiograplhi 
eal account of his entire life, outlining his reasons for entering the Communist 
Party, his experiences as a member and an explanation of what underlay hi 
so-called “change of heart.” And the Affiant further suggested that Matusow 
prepare a list of names, addresses and descriptions, as best he could remember 
them, of persons who, to his certain knowledge, were members of the Communist 
Party That he should write all that he knew to be true, and nothing else: and 
that when this material was prepared, both Affiants would question him thor 
oughly, and if convinced of the complete truth of his narrative, the Affiants 
would bring MArusow’s information to the attention of an investigator for the 
Committee on Un-American Activities. 

Thereafter for several weeks, the Affiants had frequent conferences with 
Matusow and he usually was a weekend guest at their home, near Waynesville, 
Ohio. On these occasions both Affiants questioned him on various phases of his 
Communist activities. 

That Affiants acquainted Matusow with the formula for identification of Com 
munist Party members which was observed in their testimony before the Com 
mittee on Un-American Activities in July 1950, which formula is described in 
the Committee’s report of the hearing. 

They repeatedly warned Matusow that he must offer only information he 
knew to be absolutely factual. They warned of the irreparable damage which 
could be done to persons falsely identified as Communists. They also warned 
him of the injustice which could be done through implications and generalities. 
And at all times they insisted to him that the testimony adduced before Courts 
and Congressional investigating bodies must be unimpeachable. 

That the Affiants also advised Marusow that the deportment of a witness 
before Congress must at all times be above reproach, and that he must observe 
the deference due to the dignity of Congress; and that they strove to correct 
some of Matusow’s crude mannerisms, which appeared to them to be “hang- 
overs” from his several years of Communist Party training and association, 
notable bad table manners, overbearing treatment of waiters and other service 
employes, constant nervous interruption of the conversation of others and 
insistence on being the center of attention of all persons present. 

That between the date of the interview with Affiant JoHNn J. EpMIsTon at the 
Century Bar and sometime, either in late September or early October 1951, 
Matusow prepared notes which he represented to contain the facts of his early 
life and Communist Party experiences to the best of his recollection; that the 
material in these notes was reviewed by both Affiants with Matusow; that the 
Affiants concluded that his account of his experiences was truthfully told and 
that his information was reliable. 

Accordingly, soon thereafter, the Affiant JoHn J. EpMIstTon telephoned Don 
APPELL, investigator for the Committee on Un-American Activities, relating 
briefly some of the contents of Matusow’s notes and his statements supporting 
them. 

That Apprti came to Dayton, Ohio, within a few days: that he was driven 
from Dayton to the Wright-Patterson Air Force Base by the Affiant MarrHa N 
EpMIstTon to call upon officers at the Air Force Base and to observe proper 
military channels in arranging a series of interviews with Matusow at the 
Dayton Biltmore Hotel. That although Appetit for the most part was driven 
about the city and the airbase by the Affiant MartHa N. EpmIston in her own 
car, the Air Force officials cooperated with Marusow by supplying him with a 
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staff car and military driver for trips to and from the Air Force Base over a 
two-day period required for the interviews. 

That at the conclusion of his interviews with Marusow, Appett told the 
Affiants he was convinced that while Marusow’s information was limited, it 
nevertheless would be worth the attention of his Committee. 

That AppELL advised the Affiants he had given a subpoena to Matusow to 
appear before the Committee on Un-American Activities, and that Marusow 
would be subject to call. Also, in the presence of the Affiants, APPELL instructed 
MaTusow not to reveal the fact that he had been called upon to testify until the 
Committee approved the hearing and properly announced the fact. 

That, nevertheless, word of the proposed forthcoming hearing was spread 
among the enlisted personnel at the Air Force Base; and when the Affiants con- 
fronted MATUSOW with the “leak” he denied he was responsible for it 

That on or about October 19, 1951, Marusow completed a typewritten memo- 
randum, containing more than 70 pages, which purported to sketch his early 
life and to give a narrative account of his experiences in the Communist Party. 
A reproduction of a carbon copy of this memorandum is attached to this Affidavit, 
marked “ExuHisit A.” At some time not far from that date, he prepared a 
typewritten list of names of persons he identified as members of the Communist 
Party, containing more than 30 pages. <A reproduction of several pages of this 
list is attached, marked “ExuH1sIT B.” 

That MaTusow repeatedly had told both Affiants, as he reportedly told APPELL, 
that the information contained in his memorandum and his list of Communist 
membership constituted all the information he could relate truthfully concerning 
the Communist Party and its members, as known to him 

Late in November or early in December 1951, Matusow was summoned to 
Washington, D. C., to appear before the Committee on Un-American Activities 
in executive hearing. The Affiant, Joun J. EpmMiIsTon, drove with him to Wash- 
ington in the Affiant’s car upon MATusow’s insistence that the Affiant accompany 
him. 

It was on this occasion, to the best of the Affiant Joun J. EpMISsTON’s recol- 
lection, that MaTUsOW proposed to visit other Congressional investigating com- 
mittees for the purpose of offering his testimony on Communist matters. The 
Affiant then told Matusow that if he attempted such a breach of faith with the 
Committee on Un-American Activities, the Affiant would so advise APPELL. 

That the Affiant then remindéd Marusow that his opportunity to testify and 
“clear his name” had been afforded by the Committee on Un-American Activities 
and that the Committee had an investment of traveling expenses and research in 
him. 

That after Marusow and the Affiant Jonn J. EpMiIston returned to the Dayton 
area from the executive hearing of the Committee on Un-American Activities, a 
number of other events transpired which led the Affiants to reconstruct their 
views of Matusow’s character and general responsibility and his emotional 
stability, although they then continued to believe that the statements in his 
memorandum and list of Communist membership were true. 

That the Affiants noted a change in MAtTusow’s attitude from the guise of 
an unassuming airman who had appealed to them for help and guidance to clear 
his name and perform a public service, to an overbearing individual who seemed 
suddenly to have been overcome by a sense of his importance as a public figure; 
that they began hearing complaints from enlisted men and officers at the Wright- 
Patterson Air Force Base; that Matusow was “throwing his weight,” and boast- 
ing that he was a “national figure.” 

That Matusow persisted in this contention that his role as an informer to 
the Federal Bureau of Investigation for a scant few months would be the basis 
of nationwide publicity; and that he outlined to the Affiants his plan to write 
a motion picture of his life—in which he proposed to play the stellar role. That 
the Affiants attempted to disabuse him of these ideas, pointing out the notable 
publie services of such former Communists as Ben Gitlow, Elizabeth Bentley, 
Ben Mandel, Whittaker Chambers, Maurice Malkin and others whose sincere 
conversion from Communism involved no histrionics. 

And Affiant MartHa N, EpMiston further deposes Martsow stated to her on 
several occasions that he had been subject to “crying fits” and periods of de- 
spondency: and that he also disclosed that he had undergone psychiatric treat- 
ments at the Base Hospital, Wright-Patterson Air Force Base. 

And Affiant JoHN J. Epmiston further deposes and says that Marvusow had 
described to him that at some time during the postwar period he had suffered 
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a “nervous breakdown” and had retired to a secluded place in New York State 
to recover. 

The Affiants further depose that some time prior to MATUSOW’s appearance iu 
open hearing before the Committee on Un-American Activities (on or about 
February 6, 1952) he was employed as an investigator for the Commission on 
Un-American Activities of the General Assembly of Ohio; that during the course 
of this employment as investigator of Communism in Ohio, which, as they reco}- 
lect, Was during the spring of that year, other incidents occurred which reflected 
on Marusow’s character. 

That at the beginning of MATusow’s employment with the Ohio Commission, 
the Affiants loaned him a car to use in travels incident to his employment. That 
cn or about the night of February 1, 1952, the Affiant JoHN J. EDMISTON was told 
by the Waynesville police officer that Marusow, while driving the Affiant’s car, 
had “skipped” from a Springfield, Ohio, filling station after obtaining approxi- 
mately $5.00 worth of fuel and oil and that the matter had been placed in the 
hands of the prosecuting attorney of Clark County, Ohio. That, although the 
Waynesville police officer offered to settle the matter by paying the bill himself, 
he said he was told by the prosecutor there were circumstances in the case which 
could not be settled by the mere payment of the bill. That Matusow later 
reproached the Affiant for his failure to “protect” Marusow on the bill. 

‘That during the said open hearing in Washington, in fact, on the first day of 
MarTusow’s testimony, the death of King George of England was reported in 
Washington newspapers and in newspapers all over the nation, whereupon 
Marusow ranted that he had been “robbed” of his “publicity” in connection with 
the hearing, declaring that his testimony was entitled to “front page” treatment 
by newspapers, and that he repeatedly stressed his “rotten break’ in the press 
during his stay in Washington and thereafter. 

And Affiant JoHn J. EpmMistron further deposes that at a time following the 
open hearing mentioned above, MArusow requested this Affiant to order the 
Third National Bank & Trust Co. of Dayton, Ohio, to stop payment on a cheque 
Matusow had given to the Congressional Hotel, Washington, D. C., in payment 
of hotel bills incurred there, and this the Affiant declined to do. 

That on February 8, 1952, Affiants delivered to Marusow a certificate of titk 
to the automobile they had loaned him, receiving his promissory note in sum of 
$300, due May 15, 1952, on his representation of need for the car in connection 
with his further work for the Ohio Commission on Un-American Activities 
That, as he agreed, Marusow paid $124.00 on said note on February 23, 1952, 
which payment was credited on the note; but that on May 15, 1952, Marusow 
left Dayton, where he then resided, to go to New York, where he lived for a while 
at the residence of his parents. 

That after repeated telephone calls to New York, and talks with Matrusow’s 
mother, and later talks with Matusow, the Affiant MartHa EpMISTON received 
payment of the balance of the note indebtedness, after several months, as she 
remembers. A reproduction of the note is attached hereto, marked “Exuursirt C.” 

That, meanwhile, the Affiants learned of other disturbing activities by 
Matusow which caused them complete lack of confidence in him. And these 
matters are recited herein on information and belief, and it is the belief of the 
Affiants that more suitable evidence is obtainable. 

That they were advised by ALAN PRITCHARD, former reporter for the Daytor 
Daily News, Dayton, Ohio, that Marusow asked him for the newspaper’s file on 
Antioch College, Yellow Springs, Ohio; that Marusow examined the file and was 
told by PrircHarp that he would find nothing in the file which would help him 
in his then current investigation of Antioch College, undertaken, he said, for the 
Ohio Commission on Un-American Activities. That Prircuarp reported 
Matusow told him words to this effect: “Never mind, if the files don’t show 
anything, I'll make a case out of them anyhow.” 

That on reliable information and belief, Marusow was observed rifling students’ 
wardrobes and effects in a dormitory at Antioch College, but escaped the campus 
without being detained, and that this presumably occurred while he was em- 
ployed by the Ohio Commission. 

And Affiants further depose that Marusow told them he had “lifted” materia! 
from the Affiants’ experiences in the Communist Party and given them as his 
firsthand information in executive hearing before the House Committee. 

And Affiants further depose that, although they have refused consistently to 
have any further dealings or relations with Matusow since May 15, 1952, he hus 
sought repeatedly to renew his former relations with them, that on several 
occasions he has placed long distance telephone calls to their residence and on 
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each instance has been told by the Affiant Marrna N. EpMistTon that neither of 
the Affiants herein wish any further relations, social or business, with him 

The Affiant MarrHa N. EpmistTon further deposes that on a day during the 
summer of 1953, although Marusow had been told repeatedly that neither of the 
Affiants wished to see him again, he drove by the home of the Affiants, near 
Waynesville, Ohio, and failing to get on the premises, parked his car and trailer 
on a country road in front of her mother’s home nearby 

That the Affiant drove up to the spot at that time; that MaTusow then told 
her he wished to visit the Affiants at their home and “right myself,’ asking 
that he be “forgiven” for his behavior ; that he then stated he was “through with 
being a witness” before Courts and Congressional committees ; that he had “made 
a mess in Washington.” Thereupon the Affiant told him he had only himself to 
blame for any “mess in Washington: ” that he had lied in his testimony concern 
ing Antioch College and had lied on other occasions 

That Marusow then told the Affiant the newspapers had “misquoted” and 
“misrepresented” him in their accounts of his testimony on Antioch College; and 
Matusow then sidestepped the Affiant’s direct accusation that he had lied further, 
talking about his personal affairs, stating he was unhappy because the Affiants 
had lost faith in him, and said he was going to a place he called Silver Springs 
Colorado, to “see no one and talk to no one.” Thereupon the Affiant told him if 
he would do just that, he would be doing the entire nation a favor, and drove off. 

That this was the last occasion when either of the Affiants have seen MATusow 
in person, but that in February 1954, Affiants received a letter from him, enclos- 
ing a carbon copy of a poem he said he had composed. 

A reproduction of this letter, marked “Exurerr D,” 
carbon copy of the poem, marked “Exursir E,”’ are 
mitted without comment. 


and a reproduction of the 
attached hereto and are sub 


And the Affiants herein further depose and say that the statements contained 
in this affidavit are true, except for those which are recited on information and 
belief, and that those are believed to be true. 

IN WITNESS WHEREOF the Affiants MARTHA N. EpMIsTON and JOHN J. EDMISTON, 
sometimes known as Ep EpDMISTON, residents of Waynesville, Warren County, 
Ohio, hereunto have set their signatures this 14th day of February 1955, at 
Middletown in Butler County, Ohio. 


(s) MARTHA N, EDMISTON. 


(s) JoHN J. EDMISTON. 
SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN before me, a Notary Public in and for said County and 
State, on the date and in the place above named. 


| SEAL] (s) Tr~mon A. ELLISON, 


Notary Public, State of Ohio 
My commission expires April 1, 1955. 

Mr. FautKner. Does that mean that will be printed in the record 
before it is verified by witnesses ? 

Mr. Sourwine. This is an affidavit. 

Mr. Favu.tKner. Then I am to assume that any affidavit that is sub 
mitted to this committee, without the contents being verified, except 
by the affiant of that affidavit, it goes into the record ? 

Mr. Sourwtne. What is your point ¢ 

Mr. Fauikner. My point is that I think that the people who made 
the affidavit should be brought before the committee and cross-exam- 
ined as to the contents and the truthfulness of this affidavit. 

The Cuamrman. That is something that we are going to consider, 
Mr. Faulkner. 

Mr. Fautkner. All right. 

Mr. Sourwrne. Do you know Martha and John Edmiston ? 

Mr. Marvsow. I know Ed Edmiston—I believe he is called—his 
name was John—lI believed it was changed to Ed. 

Mr. Sourwrne. Did you know him in 1951? 

Mr. Marusow. I did. 

Mr. Sourwinr. Now, as a matter of fact, what you said about the 
name is purely gratuitous. You know his nickname is “Ed,” and his 
name is John ? 
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Mr. Matvsow. I was informed by him that he had changed it, or 
was going to change it legally to “E d.” 

Mr. Sourwine. His name is “Ed,” in the same w: ay that your name 

“Mat,” the first syllable of the last name, and he is frequently 
called that. 

Mr. Marvsow. You are informing me of something I know nothing 


about. I thought it had been legally changed, but it is the same John 
Edmiston. 


Mr. Sourwtne. Did you know him in 1951 ? 

Mr. Matusow. I did. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did you go to see Martha Edmiston at Wright Field 
in September 1951? 

Mr. Matusow. I never, at Wright Field. 

Mr. Sourwrne. Did you ever go to see her? 

Mr. Marusow. I never. 

The CHairmMaAn. Answer the question. 

Mr. Marvsow. I never, there. 

The CHatrmMan. Give the facts in connection with it. 

Mr. Marvsow. I went to see the base public relations officer. While 
there, I was introduced to Martha Edmiston. 

Senator Werker. Mr. Chairman, maybe IT am confused. Is it not 
a fact that you went to see the chaplain and he suggested that you go 
see the Edmistons? 

Mr. Marvsow. He suggested that I see the base public relations 
officer, and I believe you will find that in the book. 

Senator Wetxer. Then as a result of that, then did you see the 
Edmistons ? 

Mr. Matusow. That is right, sir. 

Senator Werxer. And for a long time you were on friendly re- 
lations ? 

Mr. Marusow. For a few months; yes, sir. 

Mr. Sourwtne. What caused you to have a difference of opinion ¢ 

Mr. Marusow. I don’t care to go into that, sir. I could go into it, 
but it has nothing to do with this case, and I think it would embarrass 
the Edmistons. I do not want to make those type of statements. Do 
you want me to tell, sir—I will tell you why, but I would rather not, 
because it will embarrass the Edmistons, not me. 

Senator Wetkrer. Well, I will leave it to the committee chairman. 

The Cuarrman. I did not catch the question. What is the question ? 

Senator Wertxer. I asked him what caused the difference of opin- 
ion, the enmity between the two after their prior friendly relations. 

The Cuatrman. I think it is material. 

Mr. Marvusow. If you direct me to, sir, I will. 

The CHarrMan. Yes. 

Mr. Marusow. When I knew the Edmistons, Mr. John Edmiston 
was a habitual drunkard, and you could not get along with him— 
it is just that simple—never stayed sober. He was a professional 
witness, could not stay sober —testified before the House Committee 
in 1950. 

Senator Weixer. Asa matter of fact, you were doing a little drink- 
ing in those days, too, were you not? 

Mr. Matusow. Sir, I don’t think you can find anybody in this world 
who has ever seen me drunk. 
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Senator Wetker. Well, as I recall yesterday, certainly you 
the committee the inference. “ti 

Mr. Matusow. I said I was a teetotaler. 

Senator Wetker. That you turned around and saw your picture in 
the bar. 

Mr. Matusow. I didn't say I was drunk, though. 

Senator WeLker. No, I did not ask you whether you were drunk. 

Mr. Matusow. All right. , 

Senator Weiker. And you said you weighed some 250 pounds, 

Mr. Matusow. I did, sir. 

Senator Werker. I believe I interrogated you with respect to 
whether you were drinking water or ginger ale or something. 

Mr. Matusow. I said I believe I was drinking Scotch—l was living 
high off the hog. and I looked like one. 

Senator WeLker. You were drinking Scotch then? 

Mr. Marvusow. Yes, sir. 

Senator Weiker. And you are 5 foot 8—went up to the size of 230 
pounds ¢ 

Mr. Marusow. Yes, sir. 

Senator Werker. That would be an interesting fact for the jury. 
I am through. 

Is there any other reason why you differed with the Edmistons ¢ 

Mr. Matusow. I just could not get along with John Edmiston. 

Senator WeLKer. Why ? 

Mr. Matusow. Because the man would get drunk and get off into 
all kinds of rages and just go out of his head, so to speak, and just 
did not get along, that is all. 

Senator Wevxer. Is that one of the reasons why the Air Force had 
trouble with you and you hated the Air Force because they sent you 
over to see them so they might comfort you ¢ 

Mr. Marvusow. No, sir. I am not trying to leave an inference about 
his wife. I am talking about him. 

Senator Weiker. I did not get that last answer. 

Mr. Matusow. I said I was not talking about Mrs. Edmiston. I 
was talking about Mr. Edmiston. 

Senator WELKER. I see. 

Mr. Sourwine. When you went to see the Edmistons, or Mrs. Ed- 
miston—lI will withdraw that question. You testified you did not go 
there to see them; is that right? 

Mr. Matusow. No: I went to see the base public-relations officer. 

Mr. Sourwrne. When you went there, did you know in advance 
that you were going to see Mrs. Edmiston ? 

Mr. Matusow. No, sir. 

Mr. Sourwtne. Did you know she worked in that office ? 

Mr. Marusow. A vague recollection—I don’t even know whether 
I did or not. 

Mr. Sourwine. Do you know whether she existed ? 

Mr. Matusow. I don’t recall. 

Mr. Sourwrne. Did you know anything about her? 

Mr. Matusow. Don’t recall. 

Mr. Sourwrye. Did you, with the assistance and encouragement of 
the Edmistons, prepare a written account of your experiences as a 
Communist? 
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Mr. Matrvsow. Well, with the assistance, through the discussions 
with the Edmistons, I made some statements about my Communist 
activities. 

Mr. Sourwine. Is that the 71-page document which went into the 
record here yesterday ¢ 

Mr. Marvusow. I talked about that, certain documents, sir, and 
again, sir, as I did yesterday, I will have to decline to answer that 
question on the basis of the fifth amendment to the Constitution. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did you in connection with that document prepare 

. list of persons personally known by you to be Communists ? 

Mr. Marusow. I decline to answer that question, sir, on the grounds 
‘f the fifth amendment to the United States Constitution. 

Mr. Sovurwixe. Did you state in your book False Witness, in chap- 

Il, referring to the preparation of this 71-page affidavit, “This 
phase of preparation in my mind was for the sole purpose of clearing 
my hame so that I could be an aver: age GI’? 

Mr. Marusow. Well, I don’t know just what you are talking about, 
this phase of what, sir? That might be a sentence in my book—very 
possibly. 

Mr. Sourwitne. Was that sentence in your book referring—— 

Mr. Marvusow. Let me look for it. It would be easier. I don’t want 
to take the committee’s time. The sentence could be in my book—] 
would Say it is. 

Mr. Sourwrne. All right, sir. Did that affidavit then contain the 
truth ? 

Mr. Matusow. What affidavit, sir? 

Mr. Sourwtne. Did you not give an affidavit to the truth of the 
71-page document in question ? 

Mr. Marvsow. I don’t know what 71-page document you are talking 
about, but I don’t recall giving any affidavit to anybody at that period 
of time. 

Mr. Sourwine. I am talking about the document that went into 
the record yesterday. 

Mr. Marvsow. I don’t recall any affidavit, sir. I am not—I told 
you yesterday about certain documents put in the record that I would 
not answer that question on the basis of the fifth amendment to the 
Constitution. 

Mr. Sourwrne. Mr. Matusow, on the occasion of your first talk 
with Mrs. Edmiston, do you remember talking with her for some 
time about the e oF riences of Howard “Howdy” Ensley ? 

Mr. Marvsow. I don’t recall. We discussed Captain Ensley on a 
number of occasions. He was a friend of theirs and base public 
relations officer. 

Mr. Sourwine. Ensley is not important, except for the purpose of 
trying to refresh your recollection about that occasion when you first 
met Mrs. Edmiston. 

Mr. Marvusow. The recollections I have about the conversation 
dealt mainly with our discussing cats, felines. 

Mr. Sourwtne. Did you, as you got to the door, after discussing 

arious other things with her, turn to her and say, “I want to come 
out and visit you and your husband : you have a big stone fireplace 
and lots of cats’? 

Mr. Marvsow. Might have asked her if she had a stone fireplace, 
and I think we discussed the cats. 
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Mr. Sourwine. How did you know that she had a stone fireplace 
and a lot of cats? 

Mr. Marvusow. Well, I knew she had eats, because she had cat hair 
on her clothing, and I am a eat fancier, and I have had similar eat 
hair on my own clothing. 

Mr. Sourwtne. Had anyone told you—— 

Senator WeLker. Just a moment; is it not a fact that you said in 
your book—stated in your book—that she had 18 cats? 

Mr. M ATUSOW. I said about Ls cats, and she had about 5 dogs. 

Senator WeLker. You are a cat lover—that attracted you to those 
people ? 

Mr. Matusow. Yes, sir. I once had 28 eats. 

Senator Weiker. Well 

Mr. Marvsow. It was not in an apartment. It was out in New 
Mexico. 

Mr. Sourwine. Mr. Matusow, did anyone tell you before this 
meeting that the Edmistons kept cats ¢ 

Mr. Marusow. No, sir. 

Mr. Sourwine. You deduced it simply from the presence of cat 
hairs on Mrs. Edmiston’s clothing? 

Mr. Marusow. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Sourwirne. How could you, from the presence of cat hairs on 
her clothing, deduce that she had lots of cats ? 

Mr. Marvsow. If you had 18 cats, I think your clothing would 

how the fact that you had more than 1 eat. 

Mr. Sourwtne. Is that the best answer you can give? 


Mr. Marvsow. Sir, it is the only answer I can give, because I 


deduced it. 

Mr. Sourwtne. Were there various shades and kinds of cat hair 
on Mrs. Edmiston’s clothing that day? 

Mr. Matusow. There must have been, because she had various 
shades and kinds of cats. 

Mr. Sourwtne. Now, did she have any fireplace stone on her clothing 
that day? 

Mr. Matusow. Well, I think Mrs. Edmiston said she lived in a log 
cabin down in Waynesville, Ohio. I presume that anyone who lived 
ina log cabin had a stone fireplace. 

Mr. Sourwinr. Are you testifying that you had discussed Mrs. 
Edmiston’s log cabin with her before you mentioned the stone fire- 
place? 

Mr. Marusow. My recollection is yes. 

Mr. Sourwrne. As a matter of fact, did you not mention the stone 
fireplace first before there had been any discussion of a fireplace or 
a log cabin ? 

Mr. Marvsow. Not to my recollection. 

The CrarrmMan. Mr. Matsusow, did you investigate Antioch Col- 
lege in Ohio? 

Mr. Marusow. I attempted to investigate it. 

The Cuarrman. By whom were you employed ? 

Mr. Marusow. The Ohio Un-American Activities Commission. 

The Cuatrman. When was that? 

Mr. Marusow. 1952; in the early part of the year. 

The CHarrman. Were you around the college much ? 

Mr. Matusow. Yes. 
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The CruatrmMan. Did you go into the dormitories ? 

Mr. M ATUSOW. Qn one oceasion. 

The Crarman. Yes, sir. Now, state whether or not you wei 
accused of rifling students’ wardrobes and effects. 

Mr. M ATUSOW., No, sir. 

The CuatrmMan. In the dormitories ? 

Mr. Marvsow. Nosuch accusation. 

The CHarrMan. You were never accused of that ? 

Mr. Marvusow. No, sir. 

The CuatrmMan. You were never charged with that ? 

Mr. Marusow. No.sir. 

Senator Dante. Mr. Matusow, you mentioned a moment ago tha 
you had written a vindictive and false edition of your book. 

Mr. Marvsow. Well, I had written a lot of vindictive and fal 
material at one time. 

Senator Dante. Yes. How many editions of this book Fals 
Witness did you write ? 

Mr. Marusow. Nobody saw this. 

Senator Danten. Excuse me just a minute. How many editions did 
you write before you submitted this final edition to your publishers ? 

Mr. Marvusow. This is the only edition I have written—in two 
drafts. The other thing I was referring to had nothing to do with 
this book. It was just a conglomeration of notes and pages of more 
editorial comments than fact, and in that respect it was kind of 
vindictive. I was not basing what I had written prior to that, and 
which I did not show to anybody but destroyed, on fact but rather 
on my opinion and comments. 

Senator Danten. Well, they were notes for the book ? 

Mr. Marvusow. No, sir: they were not. Everything in relation to 
that other document was destroyed. I burned it. 

Senator Dante... Well, just all I want to get was this—you brought 
it up a moment ago—you called it a vindictive edition, as I wrote 
it down here, of your book. 

Mr. Marvusow. I should not have said of this book, but of a book. 

Senator Danten. Of a book—when did you write that ? 

Mr. Marvusow. I wrote that, I guess it was September 1953, at 
least September or early October. 

Senator Danteu. 1953 ? 

Mr. Marvusow. Yes, sir. 

Senator Dante... Did you write any other editions? 

Mr. Marvusow. I do not want to confuse that with this present book 
because they are not the same. 

Senator Dante. You did that, in my mind. 

Mr. Marvusow. I confused it, and I would like to clarify the record 
on that. 

Senator Dantet. Go ahead. 

Mr. Marvusow. I mean, they are not the same, and there should be 
no cdistinetion—-I mean, there should be a distinction between them. 

Senator Danrev. I refer to your testimony on February 21 before 
this committee, on page 146, where I asked you this: 


As T understand it, you have thought for some time that your publishers, Mr 
Kahn and Mr. Cameron, are members of the Communist Party. Is that correct 


And you answered : 


I had accused them of it, yes, sir. 
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Now, Mr. Matusow, at one time you sin cerely believed that Mr. 
Cameron and Mr. Kahn were me smbers of the Ce yuMunist Party : did 
you not ¢ 

Mr. Marvsow. Or Communist-front groups. 

Senator Daniex. I asked you, did you or did you not at one time 
sincerely believe that your publishers, Mr. Kahn and Mr. Cameron, 
were members of the Communist P arty ? 

Mr. Marusow. In a broad sense, yes, sir, I did. 

Senator Daniev. As a matter of fact, on page 147 of the hearing on 
the same day you testified to that same question. 1 will read the ques- 
tion: 

And you sincerely thought they were members? 

Mr. Matusow. I sincerely thought they were members at the time. 

You so testified; did you not 4 

Mr. Marusow. Yes, sir; I did. 

Senator Danret. Was that the truth, to the best of your knowl- 
edge? 

Mr. Marvusow. At the time—at the time—at one time I thought 
that they were Communists and Communist-front groups. 

Senator Danrex. The only thing that I have not been satisfied about 
in connection with this is what has caused you to have any question 
ibout it or change your mind as to your belief that your publishers 
are members of the Communist Party? 

Mr. Marusow. Well, it is quite simple, sir. I realized at one point 

hat I was basing my belief upon statements made by myself and by 
individuals such as ‘myself, who I believed were bearing false wit 
ness, and that the accusations against Mr. Cameron and Mr. Kahn 
and others might be true—might not be true, but my belief was based 
on surmise and hearsay, and not on facts. 

Senator Danieu. Well, it was based also on your investigation 
just a moment-—— 

Mr. Matusow. All right. 

Senator Dante... So you will know what I am asking you. 

Mr. Marusow. Yes, sir. 

Senator Danrex. It was based also on your investigation of Mr. 
Kahn, the kinds of books he wrote and how those books were spon- 
sored in the Communist bookshops, was it not? 

Mr. Matusow. Not really so, sir. It was based more on informa- 
tion obtained elsewhere. Of course, part of my decision came about 
it was supported by, in some way, by the fact that he wrote books 
which I knew were sold in the Communist bookshops, but at one time 
in my life I considered every author whose book appeared in a Com- 
munist bookshop a Communist Party member. 

Senator Daniex. That is not all that made you believe they were 
Communists ? 

Mr. Marusow. That is what I was trying to say—I was trying to 
Say. : 

Senator Dantex. That was not all, was it? 

Mr. Matusow. No. sir. There was much more to it than that. 

Senator DaNnrex. Much more to it? 

Mr. Matusow. The false testimony that I believe other witnesses 
have given against these people. 

Senator DanteL. You sincerely believed they were members of the 
Communist Party ? 
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Mr. Marvusow. Right. 

Senator Dantev. And the truth about it today is that you still be- 
lieve sincerely they are members of the Communist Party, do you not? 

Mr. Marvsow. No, sir; I do not. 

Senator Danre,. You do not? 

Mr. Matusow. I have no opinion one way or the other. 

Senator DanreL. You have no opinion one way or the other ? 

Mr. Matusow. As I say, sir, to clarify the record, they could be— 

don’t know—Communist or they don’t nec essarily have to be Com- 
munists—they might not be Communists—I don’t know. If they just 
happened to be people who for years have taken the position which 
maybe in 1935 started as a position supporting the New Deal admin- 
istration at that time, and have not moved from that basic position 
of the New Deal Democratic Party which many people have not 
moved from and today, because of that, are accused of being Com- 
munist, or 

Senator Dante,. Mr. Matusow 

The Cuamman. Mr. Kahn was a candidate for Congress on the 
Progressive ticket in New York City, was he not? 

Mr. Marvusow. That was not the Communist Party. 

The Cuarrman. I said on the Progressive ticket—was he not? 

Mr. Marusow. Right, sir, American Labor Party. 

The Cuarrman. And not a Democrat? 

Mr. Marusow. I did not say he was. I say they could have taken 
a position similar to the New Deal Democratic position. 

Senator DanreL. Mr. Matusow, that is not responsive to my ques- 
tion. It makes no difference to you now whether they are Communists 
or not ¢ 

Mr. Matusow. That is right, sir. 

Senator Dantex. That is the truth about it, is it not? 

Mr. Matusow. I reiterate that I stated that in the record before. 

Senator Danrev. You have no fear of the Communist Party being 
a dangerous instrumentality ¢ 

Mr. Matusow. I say there are dangerous groups—far more danger- 
ous groups than the Communist Party. 

Senator Dantex. Therefore, even if they are members of the Com- 
munist Party publishing this ‘book for the Communists, it makes no 
difference to you—is that not the truth about it? 

Mr. Marusow. It does make a difference to me, sir. You know why. 

Senator Danret. Well, I just asked. Does it make a difference, 
“ves” or “no?” 

Mr. Matusow. I would like to say yes, and tell you why—it is very 
brief—the reason is that if it is Simon & Schuster or Doubleday or 
another publisher, that published the book it would take the onus of 
Communist publishing off the book, and the book would have much 
more of an effect on the stability of what I believe is the stability of 
this country. 

Senator Danrev. What I am saying, though, is that if they are pub- 
lishing a book to serve the Communist cause, that would not bother 
you in the least ? 

Mr. Marusow. Well, sir, the fact that they are publishing does not 
serve the Communist cause. 
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Senator Dante. I said if that is the purpose, if they are members 
of the Communist Party, and the purpose of the publication of your 
book, False Witness, is to serve the Communist cause in any respect, 
that would not concern you at all, would it? 

Mr. Matusow. Your hypothesis is a little bit wrong. 

The CHarrMAn. Answer the question. 

Mr. Matusow. It cannot be answered, sir. I cannot answer a ques- 
tion that is I believe based on that hypothesis. 

Senator Danrex. I made it the hypothesis. 

Mr. M ATUSOW. med I believe it is incorrect as a hypothesis, I could 
not say “yes” or “1 

Senator Basins, “Tt does not concern you that the men who are now 
publishing your book, whether they are members of the Communist 
Party or not, does it? 

Mr. Matusow. No, sir; I have no opinion one way or the other. 

Senator Dantet. It does not concern you, either, whether most of 
the time Mr. Herb Tank has been a member of the Communist Party 
or not? 

Mr. Matusow. No, sir; I have no opinion one way or another about 
it. 

Senator Dantret. It does not concern you whether this book you 
have published or that is going to be published is being published to 
serve the Communist Party or not, does it? 

Mr. Matusow. I believe the book is serving the cause of truth—— 

Senator Dantex. It does not concern—— 

Mr. Matusow. In that respect, it does not concern me. 

Senator Dante. It does not concern you? 

Mr. Matusow. In that respect only. 

Senator Dantet. I am reading here from a photostatic copy of 
your testimony before the Federal court in El a Tex., in the case 
of United States v. Clinton Jencks, from page 482 You testified in 
that case, did you not? 

Mr. Matusow. Sir, I did. And I state now, because I am due to 
appear on the witness stand Monday 

Senator Danret. You have answered my question. 

Mr. Marvsow. All right, sir. 

Senator Dante. You said you did. 

Mr. Matusow. I testified in the case. 

Senator Danrez. That is all. 

The CHatrmMan. Proceed. 

Senator Danrex. You were asked in that case as to whether or not 
vou knew Craig Vincent and Jenny Vincent, were you not? 

Mr. Matusow. I refuse to answer that question, sir, on the grounds 
of the fifth amendment to the Constitution. 

Senator Dantex. Did you tell the court under oath in El Paso, Tex., 
in the Jencks case that you met Craig and Jenny Vincent at a Com- 
munist affair in the Hotel Albert in New York City? 

Mr. Matusow. I decline to answer that question on the grounds of 
the fifth amendment to the Constitution. 

Senator Danrev. Now, Mr. Matusow, I will ask you without ref- 
erence to this trial in El] Paso, whether or not you actually met Craig 
and Jenny Vincent at a Communist affair in the Hotel Albert in New 
York City? 
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Mr. Marusow. I met them at the Hotel Albert. I did not know it 
was a Communist affair; no, sir. 

Senator Danten. Did you know that they were members of the Com- 
munist Party at the time? 

Mr. Marusow. I never knew them as Communists at any time. 

Senator Dante... Did you testify to the Federal court that you knew 
them to be members of the Communist Party and, if so, was that a true 
and correct answer ¢ 

Mr. Marusow. I decline to answer that question, sir, on the grounds 
of the fifth amendment to the Constitution. 

Senator Danien. Did you give false testimony to the court in the 
case of Clinton Jencks ? 

Mr. Marvusow. Wait a minute. 

(Witness confers with counsel.) 

Mr. Marusow. My counsel informs me that an answer to that 
would be a waiver. I decline to answer on the grounds of the fifth 
amendment to the Constitution, sir. 

Senator Danten. Do you intend to decline to answer all questions 
that are put to you as to whether or not you told the truth in this 
Jencks’ case in El Paso? 

Mr. Marvusow. I will have to decline to answer that question on 
the grounds of the fifth amendment of the Constitution, unless—I will 
consult with counsel. If I find that I am not—it does not constitute 
a Waiver in relation to such testimony, I will answer your question, sir. 

Senator Daniex. In other words, you will not now tell this com- 
mittee that you lied in your testimony against Clinton Jencks in El 
Paso? 

Mr. Marusow. Excuse me, sir. 

(Witness confers with counsel. ) 

Mr. Marusow. I will be in El Paso on Monday to testify. In rela- 
tion to your question, sir, I will have to decline to answer that question 
on the grounds of the fifth amendment to the Constitution. 

Senator Danret. That is all. 

Mr. Sourwine. Mr. Matusow, you spoke a moment ago 

The CHarrman. I want to ask him some questions. 

Mr. Matusow, during the past 30 days, how many nights have you 
spent with Herb Tank? 

Mr. Marusow. Oh, maybe 10, 15. 

The Cuarrman. Ten or fifteen ? 

Mr. Matusow. About that. 

The Cuatrman. If Mr. Tank has testified under oath that he spent 
all but 8 nights with you, would his testimony be true or false? 

Mr. Marvsow. Oh, it could have been true, but I have not—at the 
time Mr. Tank testified I have not seen him in 5 days. 

The Cratrman. I asked you if he has testified that he has spent all 
but 8 nights with you on 30 days before last Saturday 

Mr. M atusow. There is a different story. 

The Cratmrman. Wait a minute, please, sir. Would that testimony 
be true or false ? 

Mr. Matusow. Probably true. 

The CHarrMan. Yes, sir. Probably true. 

Well, the truth is, then, that he spent approximately 22 nights with 
you of the 30 nights preceding last Saturday: is that right? 

Mr. Marvusow. W ell, yes, sir; ; preceding last Saturde~ 
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The Cuarrman. Allright. Now, just wait a minute. 

Mr. Marusow. Approximately so. 

The CHainmMan. Just wait a minute. 

On those other § nights, 1 want you to testify whether or not you 
spent those nights with Mr. Albert Kahn, who you allege is one of 
your publishers / 

Mr. Marusow. I might have spent 1 or 2 nights with Mr. Kahn and 
his family ; yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. If Mr. Kahn testified that you spent 8 ni 
him, would that testimony be true or false ? 

Mr. Marusow. I don’t think 8 nights of that 30 
I don’t know,sir. I did not keep a diary notation 

The CHarrMan. Well, you were 

Mr. Marvusow (continuing). With me. 

The CHatrmMan. How many nights in 30 nights preceding last Sat 
urday did you spend by yourself 

Mr. Marusow. I do not believe I spent any by myself, but the nights 
away from Mr. Tank or Mr. Kahn or Mr. Cameron—there have been 
nights, but I am not going to discuss where I spent my nights, other 
than that. 

The CHarrman. | am asking you the question, please, sir. You 
spent those 30 nights—now do not punch your attorney under the 
table. 

Mr. Marvusow. I did not punch him. 

The Crairman. I see what is happening. 

Mr. Marusow. Sir, I am getting myself in a more comfortable posi- 
tion. 


ohts with 


I don’t believe so. 


The CnairmMan. I want you to answer these questions now. You 
spent 30 nights—in fact, for 30 days—and either Mr. Tank, Mr. Kahn, 
or Mr. Cameron was with you every night, were they not / 

Mr. Marvusow. No, sir. 

The Cuairman. All right. Where else did you spend a night ¢ 

Mr. Marusow. Well, if I tell the committee I won’t ever be able to 
go back there. Nothing to do with—just a friend. 

The CuarrmMan. Well, now, the committee has sworn testimony that 
you were protected each one of those nights. I want the truth now. 
Where were you ? 

Mr. Marusow. Well, I was not with the protector. 

The Cnairman. All right. Now, you answer my question: Where 
were you ¢ 

Mr. Marvusow. I was witha friend. 

The Cuairman. Who is that friend ? 

Mr. Marusow. I forget that person’s name. 

The CuairMan. No, sir; who is that friend? Now, I order you to 
testify. 

Mr. Marusow. Well, sir, it isa little embarrassing. 

Senator Weiker. What is? 

Mr. Matusow. It gets a little embarrassing. 

The Cuatrrman. Come on and answer the question. 

Mr. Matusow. Will the gentleman turn the television off? I might 
answer the question. 

The CHatrrmMan. You have got that right. 

Mr. Marvusow. Just for this question. I don’t want to embarrass 
this person ; I mean, it was just a lady friend. 
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The Coairman. Who is that friend ? 

Mr. Marvusow. Well, sir, I think I will have to stand here—if you 
want to cite me for contempt for defending the reputation of a lady, 
I will have to take that. 

The CuarrmMan. I do not think you are doing that. 

Mr. Marvsow. I am doing that. 

The Crarmman. I think you had a Communist bodyguard each of 
those nights, and we are trying to prove it. 

Mr. Marusow. Sir? 

The CratrmMan. Where did you spend—— 

Mr. Marusow. I am sorry; I am going to defend the reputation 
of this lady, if it means going to jail for contempt. 

The Cuatrman. I am ordering you to testify. 

Mr. Marusow. I will defend her reputation. 

The CramMman. That is not your reason. 

Mr. Marusow. No—it is. 

The CratrMan. You are telling a falsehood. 

Mr. Marusow. Sir, it is my reason. 

The CHairmMan. You know that this committee has sworn testimony 
where you were those nights. 

Mr. Marusow. Well, sir, you are talking about every night up until 
Saturday. Apparently Mr. Kahn and Mr. Tank were down here on 
Saturday—I could not have been with them. 

The Cuatrman. I said 30 nights preceding last Saturday. 

Mr. Matusow. I believe they left New York on Friday. 1 couldn’t 
have been with them on Friday—they were here. They were on the 
all-night train. 

The CHatrMaN. Were you with a lady friend Friday night? 

Mr. Matusow. Yes, sir. 

The CuatrmMan. Was that the only night? 

Mr. Matusow. No, sir. 

The CHatrmMan. Well, now, when was the other time? 

Mr. Marvsow. Maybe Thursday night—I think I was alone. 

The Cuatrman. Thursday night? 


Mr. Matusow. That is without the company of Mr. Kahn or Mr. 
Tank. 

The CratrMan. All right. What other nights? 

Mr. Marvsow. I don’t recall specifically, sir. 

The CuarrmMan. What? 

Mr. Marusow. I don’t recall specifically; 1 or 2 other 
that period. 

The CHarRMAN. One or two other nights ? 

Mr. Marusow. In that period; yes, sir. 

The CHatrMan. With the exception of 2 or 3 nights, you were with 
Tank or Kahn or Cameron ? 

Mr. Marusow. Yes, sir. I admit that. 

The Cuairman. Is that right? 

Mr. Marvusow. Yes, sir. 

The CnarrMan. You went to different hotels? 

Mr. Marusow. On three occasions. 

The CuHatrrmMan. And different hotels? 

Mr. Marusow. On 4 nights, I believe. 

The CHAIRMAN. 


nights in 


Registered under assumed names, did you not? 
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Mr. Marvusow. On four occasions, correcting the galley proofs of 
my book. I registered under an assumed name in a hotel or motel. 
The rest of that time I had been at my own home or at the office, 
Cameron & Kahn. 

The CHatRMAN, You stayed at Mr. Tank’s 
nights ¢ 

Mr. Marvusow. One night specifically. 

The Cuarman. Is it one night? 

Mr. Marusow. One night that I recall. 

The CuHarrmMan. Are you certain of that now? 

Mr. Marusow. Yes, sir. 

The Cuamman. You swear you were at his apartment only one 
night ? 

Mr. Matusow. Spent the full night there, to my recollection, only 
one night. 

The Cuarrman. Only one night? 

Mr. Marusow. Yes, sir. 

The CHarrMan. You met Mr. Tank about 30 days ago? 

Mr. Matusow. Well, it was the latter part of January; 
maybe 45 days ago. 

The CuatrrmMan. About 45 days ago? 

Mr. Matusow. Yes. 

The Cuatrman. And he has been your compi inion since that time? 

Mr. Marusow. On and off he has been with me. 

The Cuatrman. You have known him, of course—you want to be 
frank with this committee, do you not? 

Mr. Marusow. Yes, sir. 

The CuHarrman. And you have known him as a member of the 
Communist Party, have you not? 

Mr. Marusow. No, sir. 

The CuHatrman. How? 

Mr. Marusow. No, sir. 

The Cuatrman. You have known him as a very active member of 
the Communist Party, have you not? 

Mr. Matusow. No, sir. 

The CHarrman. How? 

Mr. Marvusow. No. 

The Cuarrman. You have thought he was one of the strong-arm 
men of the Communist Party, have you not? 

Mr. Marusow. Never made any such accusation, sir. 

The Cuarrman. I ask you the question, sir. 

Mr. Marusow. No, sir, I never thought he was a strong-arm 
Communist. 

The Cuatrman. Now, the nights that you were not with Mr. Kahn 
Mr. Tank—wait a minute; answer my question—or Mr. Cameron, 
state whether or not you were with a member of the Communist Party 
on those nights. 

Mr. Matusow. To my recollection on any of those nights, I was not 
with the gentleman whom you just mentioned, who—— 

The Cuarrman. I said a member. 

Mr. Matusow. I don’t know of any Communist party who I was 
with. 

The Cuatrman. I asked you if you were with a member of the 
Communist Party on those nights. 


apartment several 
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Mr. Marvusow. So far as I know, no, sir—I have not been with 
member of the Communist Party. 

The CuHamman. Answer the question. 

Who was the lady that you were with? 

Mr. Marusow. I am sorry, sir; I am not going to tell you. 

Senator Dante... Did you spend the night “with one of these women 
on Friday night, that you have testified about ? 

Mr. Marvusow. I recollect Friday night spending a night with 
somebody. 

Senator Danret. Who was not your wife? 

Mr. Marusow. I am not married, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Was she married ? 

Mr. Marusow. I don’t know. 

The Cuatrman. How? 

Mr. Marvusow. I did not say I had any relationship with somebody— 
might have sat up all night and played chess. 

The Cuatrrman. That is correct ¢ 

Mr. Marusow. Yes, sir. 

The CuatrmMan. But was the lady married ? 

Mr. Marvsow. Not to my knowledge. 

Senator gs Was it the same I: ady of Thursday night ? 

Mr. Marvsow. Partly. 

Senator Dante... What? 

Mr. Marusow. Played chess with a lady on Thursday night. 

Senator Dante. Now, Mr. Matusow—— 

Mr. Marvusow. I did actually play chess with a lady on Thursday 
night. 

Senator Danrev. I am asking you, did you spend the night with a 
lady, or a woman on Thursday night that you have testified about here? 

(Senator Jenner entered the hearing room.) 

Mr. Marvsow. I spent a few hours with a lady on Thursday night. 

Senator Danret. How many hours? 

Mr. Marvsow. I don’t recall. I was not keeping track of the time 
very pleasant company, and time went on. 

Senator Dante... Why do you want to protect the woman’s name? I 
am not going to ask her name. 

Mr. Marvusow. That is all, 

Senator Dantev. I want to find for the record if you have been 
testifving truthfully before this committee. 

Mr. Marvsow. I will gladly, off the record, after the hearing, give 
you the name of the lady, or any member of the committee. 

Senator Dantev. I do not want it. 

Mr. Marvsow. The main reason is that I am kind of controversial, 
you know—the newspapermen are here, and this is all going to come 
out. Why involve somebody who has nothing to do with this, who 
is just a friend. 

Senator Danter. No member of this committee is going to ask you 
any further about any name—just asking you how long you were 
with this woman 

Mr. Marvusow. Well—— 

Senator Danter (continuing). Thursday night. 

Mr. Marvusow. I think we had dinner. In fact, I think we had 
dinner in a place called Mother Hubbard’s Restaurant, Sheridan’s 
place. 


2 
a 
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Senator Dante. Where did you spend the night ? 

Mr. Marvsow. I spend every night in my apartment. 

Senator Dante.. Your own apartment é 

Mr. Marusow. Yes. 

Senator DanteL. Who was with you in that apartment? 

Mr. Matusow. I have a friend there sometimes, and sometimes I 
was alone. 

Senator Dante... Was this woman there with you? 

Mr. Marusow. Part of the time. 

Senator Danrex. Part of the night? 

Mr. Marusow. Evening—night. 

Senator Dantev. How many hours? 

Mr. Marvusow. When I am away, you know, up back home in New 
York, prior to the weekends, I usually stay up most of the night, 
talking with friends. 

Senator Dantev. Lasked you about this friend. 

Mr. Marusow. Yes, sir; part of the night—I don't recall how long 
I did not log the hours. 

Senator Dante,. And then on Friday night, was it the same woman 
who was within your 

Mr. Marusow. With me? 

Senator Dante. In your apartment ? 

Mr. Marusow. Yes, sir. 

Senator Dante. How long did she stay there that night ¢ 

Mr. Marusow. Again, I don’t reeall. I don’t log the time. 

Senator Danie.. Was it at least half of the night ? 

Mr. Marvsow. What do you consider night? From dawn until 
dusk to dawn ? 

Senator Dantien. Well, now, the chairman of this committee was 
asking you if Herb Tank or Mr. Kahn were not with you each night 
during this 30-day period. 

Mr. Marusow. I said, “No, sir.” 

Senator DANTEL Except for certain nights. 

Mr. Marusow. Right, sir. 

Senator Daniet. And you were explaining to him, no, someone 
else was with you 2 nights. What did you mean when you said 
someone else was with you 2 nights? Ilow much of the nights did 
you mean ‘ 

Mr. Marusow. I usually spent the sleeping hours of my evening 
alone. 

Senator Dantet. What about Thursday and Friday nights? 

Mr. Marusow. That is what I am talking about. 

Senator Danre.. You spent those alone? 

Mr. Marusow. And Saturday: ves, sir. 

Senator Danirex. You want this committee, which has just wit- 
nessed your answers that you are giving here, to believe that that 
is the truth ? 

Mr. Marusow. Well, sir, I know that some Government agents 
were tailing me at one point during the evening, and two Government 
agents were found in my apartment by a friend, and I think maybe 
the reports of those Government agents could corroborate what I 


am saying. 
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Senator Daniev. I asked if you wanted the members of this com- 
mittee to believe that that is the truth, and that you spent the nights 
of Thursday and Friday, that you have been inquired about, alone? 

Mr. Marusow. Partially alone, and partially in the company of a 
lady friend; ves, sir. 

The Cuairman. With no man, aside from this lady, on those two 
nights—no man was with you; is that correct ? 

Mr. Marvusow. Well, I might meet a man in the street, or having 
dinner and chat with him. 

The Cnarrman. You know what I am talking about. 

Mr. Marvsow. No, sir; nobody in the sense of Mr. Tank or Kahn, 
as they had been with me prior to that. 

The Cratrman. To be perfectly frank, Mr. Tank has been your 
bodyguard, has he not ? 

Mr. Marusow. No, sir; I would not term him “bodyguard.” 

The Cnatrman. And you know that he has been arrested for Com 
munist activ ity all over the world, do vou nol ¢ 

Mr. Marvsow. I know that he told me once that he had been—not 
arrested, but he had been picked up, taken off his ship when he was 
a merchant seaman in South Africa. 

The Cramrman. And he told you about being arrested in India, 
did he not? 

Mr. Matvsow. No, sir; he did not. 

The Cnatrman. How? 

Mr. Marusow. No, sir. 

The CuatrmMan. He told you about being picked up in South Africa 
for Communist activity ? 

Mr. Marvusow. No, sir, he said he was on his ship, an American-flag 
vessel, I believe he said, and in the Union of South Africa the police 
exme aboard his ship and took him off the ship. At that time he was 
a leader in the National Maritime Workers Union, CIO. 

The CratrmMan. And you mean to testify now it was not for Com- 
munist activ ity f 

Mr. Marvusow. Not tomy knowledge. 

The Cuatrman. All right. 

Mr. Sourwtne. Mr. Matusow, do you know what a gambit is? 

Mr. Matusow. A what? 

Mr. Sourwtne. A gambit. 

Mr. Matusow. I play chess. I know what a gambit is. 

Mr. Sourwine. Can you tell us the first move of King’s gambit? 

Mr. Matusow. I usually move my piece down to king pawn down— 
king pawn down to 4. 

Mr. Sourwtne. Mr. Matusow—— 

Mr. Matusow. But I usually open with a queen’s pawn, sir. 

Mr. Sourwtne. Do you remember talking about the Edmistons and 
your aversion to Mr. Edmiston’s drunkenness? 

Mr. Matusow. I mentioned it. 

Mr. SourwtNe. When was it that you broke with the Edmistons, 
because you could not stand the drunkenness of John Edmiston? 

Mr. Matusow. I don’t recall the date—in early 1952, I believe, sir, 
to corroborate that statement, the date that you want. 

Mr. Sourwine. Just the year is enough. 

Mr. Matusow. 1952. 
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Mr. SourwIne. Mr. M: atusow, I send you a Lr aaa of a letter, 
and I ask you if that is the letter which you wrote 

Mr. Matusow. While I am looking at that, can I take a couple of 
minutes’ break? I have got some dentures, I want to rinse my mouth. 

Mr. Sourwine. Yes, sir; identify that first, and then take the break. 
Do not take that out of the room. sir. 

Mr. Marusow. Allright. Yes, I wrote the letter. 

Mr. Sourwtne. before you take your break, will you read the first 
sentence of that letter out loud. It is addressed to Martha and John 
Edmiston, is it not. 


Mr. Marusow. Martha and Ed. 

Mr. Sourwine. Martha and Ed—what is the first 
letter ? 

Mr. Matusow (reading): 


sentence or the 


I have been waiting a long time to write this lett 


letter, for it is now, after 2 
years that I feel the time is right. 


Mr. Sourwtne. The second sentence. 

Mr. Matusow (reading) : 

I hope, with all the hope and faith, faith that I have finally found, that I 
regain in some small way the true and honest friendship and love that 
both gave me, and that I destroyed. 

Mr. Sourwine. What is the date of that letter? 

Mr. Matusow. February 11, 1954. 

Mr. SourwineE. May we have a short recess, Mr. Chairman? 

Senator Danret. Who sent the letter ? 

Mr. Marusow. I did. I do not believe I signed it, yes, I don’t 
know if that is a signature, but I presume that I signed it. 

Senator DanreL. You wrote it? 

The CuatrmMan. You wrote the letter? 

Mr. Matusow. I admit writing it. 

Senator WELKER. Before we go into recess, may I ask that imme- 
diately after recess | pursue this question of the Kdmistons / 

The CHAIRMAN. Yes. 

Mr. Matusow. Yes,sir; might I just before I go— 

Senator Wetker. I didnot ask you. [asked the chairman. 

Mr. Matusow. In cooperation, in the court record, Judge Dimock’s 
court there is a diary which—a contemporary diary that I kept during 
that period referred to, and I do not have a copy of it, it is in the 
court’s record—in that diary there is more than one notation about 
Mr. Edmiston’s drunkenness. 

The CHarrMan. We will take ashort recess. 

(Short recess taken.) 

The CHarrmMan. The hearing will come to order. 

Mr. Sourwine. Mr. Chairman, may this letter which Mr. Matusow 
has just identified as having been written by him to the Edmistons be 
placed in the record at this point? 

The CHarrMAN. Yes. 


you 
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(The letter dated February 11, 1954, was marked “Exhibit No. 31° 
and appears below “a 
ExHrsiT No. 31 


1491 Macombs Road, Bronx 52, New York 


Feb. 11, 1954 
Harvey M. Matusow 


Dear Martha & Ed: 

I have been waiting a long time to write this letter, for it is now, after two 
years that I feel the time is right. I hope, with all the hope and faith, faith that 
I have finally found, that I regain in some small way the true and honest friend- 
ship and love that you both gave me, and that I destroyed. As you can see I am 
still not a speller, nor do I understand proper english grammer * * * but all of a 
sudden this is unimportant. 

I have gone thru a lot of hell within myself in the past 29 years, and only 
now do I realize that it was I who created this hell. I now feel, for the first 
time in my life, the true honest meaning of honesty * * * or should I say, I ean 
now live with myself. I have hurt many people in my life, some thru blindness, 
some thru hate, and many thru a combination of both. I don’t beleive I’ve 
changed, it’s just that I’ve learned to relax with life. 

The hurt that I caused you both might be to deep for anything at any time 
to change * * * I hope not, for I have learned. You might say, ‘more time Harvey, 
more time, then maybe the hurt can be covered”. I don’t know * * * But please 
try to beleive that I understand now what I destroyed, when I destroyed our 
friendship, please understand. Enclosed is a Poem which I have just completed 
** * T hope you see in this, a reflection of what I am trying to say. 

I am single again, for in September, my wife and I were divorced for the 
second time * * * Here as in the case of our friendship, I destroyed honest 
love * * * It was after the second divorce, that I beleive I came to my senses * * * 
I went on a diet, and am now 165 pounds * * * Lowest wieght since I was 13. 
I have quit politics, and returned to show business. I am writing TV scripts, and 
selling them, not talking about them. The poem with this letter is going to 
be published in the fall with about twenty others of mine, in a book called 
“Words and Moods” by Harvey Marshall * * * Yes Matusow is dead, only revived 
for the Justice Dept, * * * He is also dead for the Congressional Committees * * * 
It feels wonderful now * * * just looking at life and seeing it for the first time. 
Beside writing (not spelling) I am also doing some acting on both TV and in 
Off Broadway Teater * * * Its a wonderfull outlet, and helps me keep quiet at 
parties etc. * * * I’ve become a listener. This I’m sure you'll never beleive, but 
really I can listen now * * * Oh T still talk, but not as much. (I hope). I saw 
Louis Van Rooten last week, and he asked me to send his best * * * I do * * * 

I hope we can find friendship in tears of the past * * * please write or call 
eollect * GO} press 99-7563 * * * 

[The following written in script] 

P. S. Please say hello to your Family—and to, well Just hello. 

[Signed] Harvey. 

Senator Wetxer. Mr. Chairman, I asked for the next question 
right along this line. 

A few moments ago you told me of the, oh, you might say enmity 
or hard feelings you had with the Edmistons. 

Mr. Marvsow. Yes, sir. 

Senator Weiker. Now I would like to quote from your book: that 
you have got religion—you want to tell the truth, and so forth. Your 
own words that you stated were the truth. Beginning at page No. 37, 
the third paragraph: 


. 


I thought that perhaps if I testified they’d let me alone and treat me as they 


lid the other John Q. Airmen. So I sent an anonymous letter to the House 
Committee on Un-American Activities. Init I said: “Did you know that Harvey 
Matusow, a Communist youth leader, is now in the Air Force at Wright Air 
Force Base, ete.” But I heard nothing. 

I went to the chaplain. He was sympathetic, and I felt he understood my 
problem. He attempted to intervene in my behalf, but Air Force regulations 
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stopped him cold. He then offered what he considered a temporary solution 
for my problem. He arranged for me to meet with Martha Edmiston, a civilian 
who worked in the public-relations office of the base. She and her husband, Ed, 
had been FBI undercover informants in the Communist Party and had testified 
as friendly witnesses before the House Committee on Un-American Activities 
in 1950. 

I arrived at the base public-relations office, where I was introduced to the 
public-relations officer. We had a chat, discussing communism in general. 
His questions were pointed and barbed. During our talk a woman, whom I 
presumed to be a secrétary, entered and left the office a number of times. I was 
not too conscious of her presence and supposed that her curiosity was motivated 
by the nature of our talk and not by who I was. 

This was not the case, for she was finally introduced to me as Martha Edmis- 
ton, an attractive woman in her early forties; she had that perpetually youth- 
ful look: short haircut, fresh, outdoor, ruddy complexion, brisk walk, and 
pleasant mannerisms. We became friends almost immediately, for anticom- 
munism was not the only thing we had in common. She and her husband loved 
cats, and had about 18 of them. Being a cat fancier myself, I was overjoyed. 

Martha didn’t commit herself on any course of action for me, but she sug 
gested I contact her husband 


and I may skip a line here and ad lib, the man that you said was an 
alcoholic or a drunk. 

Mr. Marvusow. The man, you forced me to say, was that, which I 
did not want to get into any personalities. 

Senator We.ixker. I do not care about that. 

Mr. Marusow. I think the record should be clear on that, sir. 

Senator WELKER (reading) : 


reporter for the Dayton Journal Herald. I did so the following day 

I went into Dayton, where I met Ed at his office, a 
with strong features; he worked on the financial 
himself in such a way as to fit his type of reporting. After meeting with 
Ed’s approval, I was invited to their home in Waynesville, Ohio, a small town 
18 miles from Dayton. Their home was a 2-story log cabin on a 7-acre tract 
of land. The house reflected the folk traditions of the area and had a quiet 
serenity. I needed it at that time. 

The Edmistons took me in as a friend. I learned much from Ed and Martha 
which I used to great advantage in the role of professional ex-Communist. Ed 
and Martha had the experience, having been witnesses. 

Both were experts on public relations, for they were both professional news 
paper people. They suggested contacting Donald T. Appell, an investigator for 
the House Committee on Un-American Activities. Appell was a friend of theirs 
and had worked closely with them in preparation of their testimony before the 
committee. 


tall, thin, graying man 
page of the paper, and carried 


I agreed with this course of action. If successful, it would get me off the hot 
seat in the Air Force and make life a bit easier, I thought. Prior to calling 
Appell, Ed and Martha went over my story with a fine-toothed comb. They 
immediately saw what I had missed—the importance of youth in relation to 
communism. This phase of committee hearings, they pointed out, had been 
completely overlooked. It seemed that in my naivete, I had underestimated my 
importance as a witness. 

This phase of preparation, in my mind, was for the sole purpose of clearing 
my name so that I could be an average GI. As it developed, other connotations 
were read into it, and more grandiose plans were set forth. 

The first part of my preparation dealt with teaching me the “full importance” 
of what I had to say to the committee’s investigator, so that I would be assured 
of a hearing in Washington. 

Appell didn’t take long in arriving from Washington. When he came, he threw 
the base into near turmoil. His appearance coincided with another congressional 
investigation of the base, one which pertained to procurement; and a congres 
sional investigator was feared and respected. Appell had no trouble in getting 
the base to release me from all assignments, so that I might spend time with him 
and relate my story. 

Appell made arrangements to have an Air Force chauffeur-driven limousine 
shuttle me between the base and his hotel in downtown Dayton, where the inter- 
view took place. As the car arrived, I wondered what Appell would be like. I 
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had heard about congressional investigators, but had no idea what his attitude 
would be. Would he take the approach that the Air Force had or would he be 
sympathetic? My question was soon answered. 

Don Appell was in his midthirties, tall, and good looking. When I arrived 
at his hotel room he surprised me by saying, “Let’s get down to business later.” 
He then invited me to the hotel bar where we had a few drinks and watched 
the last game of the 1951 World Series on television. Between innings we talked 
of communism in general, and of what, if anything, I could add to the committee’s 
files. We were soon joined by the Edmistons and adjourned to a restaurant for 
dinner. During the meal the Edmistons helped to build me up with Appell. 

As the Edmistons departed for their home in Waynesville, Appell suggested we 
go to his room and get down to business. It didn’t take him long to conclude 
that I would make a competent witness for the committee. He convinced me of 
this by serving a subpena upon me, which I eagerly accepted. 

[ could hardly wait to break the news to Ed and Martha. Like a little boy 
running home with an A on his report card crying, “Mommy, Mommy, see what 
I got?’ And everybody saw what I had. It was a bona fide subpena which 
entitled me to thumb my nose at the Air Force investigators. I had the power 
of Congress behind me. The subpena and my reaction to it proved that I was 
ready to be the “committee’s kind of a witness.” 

The lack of trust the Air Force had shown me was the straw that broke the 
camel’s back in justifying my role as a witness. 

At no time during the period of my reporting to the FBI and the first few 
months of my service in the Air Force did I think that I would ever be an eager 
witness. In fact, I had stated on more than one occasion that I would never 
testify. I was wrong. The Air Force had forced me, with my back to the wall, 
to a point where I was ready to crucify anyone publicly in order to get myself 
iway from that bleak wall of insecurity. 

After Appell returned to Washington I started preparing my report on com- 
munism and youth. It implicated teachers, students, Boy Scouts, union people, 
minorities, majorities—just about anyone or anything that came to mind that 
I could place the Red label upon. 

I didn’t fully comprehend what it was to be a witness. I didn’t understand 
the meaning of courtroom procedure and evidence as opposed to hearsay and 
opinionated evidence. I didn’t know how I should react to a committee of 
Congress. I had to learn to separate the sheep from the goats. But I had two 
keenly experienced teachers—former FBI informers, past witnesses, both news- 
paper people, and one of them an attorney. 

This was a combination of qualified teachers and an overeager student. It 
was bound to make headlines, and we knew it. I was told how to get the best 
press. The Edmistons told me not to mention names unless I could substantiate 
them in 1 of 3 ways—having been at a Communist Party meeting with 
them, having carried out a Communist function with them, or having had them 
identified to me as Communist by a Communist leader. This last point was the 
one that opened the hole in the line for me and left the way open for the 
innuendo, the half-truth, and erroneous information. 


At the time that you wrote that—at the time that you thought that- 
in 1951, the Edmistons were not such terrible people, were they? 

Mr. Marvsow. You are talking about at the time I wrote it and 
then you said in 1951. T don’t know which. 

Senator Werxer. I will say in 1951 they were not such terrible 
people—they took you in ~ took you in—they believed you? 

Mr. Marvsow. Look, sir, I did not want to get into a personality 
thing here. I have a great deal of—I had a great deal and still do, 
fondness for Mrs. Edmiston, and basically Mr. Edmiston, but I did 
not like his attitude when he started to get drunk. That is all. 

Senator Wetxker. I am sure of that. We will have some evidence 
on that, too. 

Do you want to tell this committee that a man who was the financial 
reporter of a famous daily paper could be a drunk, a chronic drunk, 
as you have so testified here, and keep his position ? 

Mr. Marvsow. He did not keep his position. He left the paper. 
Senator Weixer. He left the paper? 








STRATEGY AND TACTICS OF WORLD COMMUNISM 519 


Mr. Marvsow. I think you will read that in the next chapter of the 
book. You did not get to it. 

Senator Weiker. What is he doing now ? 

Mr. Mart SOW. ] haven't the shehtest idea. I hope he is cured 
stopped drinking. Sir, you are the one that forced that issue—of 
forcing a lot of extraneous issues. 

Senator Wetker. You bet—I will force it as long as you sit here 
and smear people who were kind to you, sir. 

Mr. Marvsow. You are the one that did it, sir, not I—you forced it. 

Senator WeLker. No; you are the man that started maligning the 
Edmistons, and I thought that I would read a chapter out of your 
very famous book—in your mind—*False Witness. 

Mr. Marusow. Well, I was not trying to malign them in that book. 
It is quite apparent that I was trying to treat them easily and not 
malign people in the book, but you as a committee member have 
forced me to say things which were not in good taste which I wouldn’t 
have said. It is a question of good and bad taste. I tried to use 
good taste in that book of mine. 

Senator Weiker. Then you lied when you wrote the paragraphs 
in that book about them ? 

Mr. Matusow. No, sir, just left certain things out which were not 
in good taste. 

Senator We.txer. You left them out. 

Mr. Matusow. I was not smearing people in that book, as you say 
I am doing now, but the smearing is your responsibility, Senator. 

Senator Werxer. All right—shift it over to me. 

Mr. Matusow. I definitely do. You have been trying to sidetrack 
the issues of this hearing. 

Senator Weixer. But you are the man who started the slamming 
and banging at the Edmistons. And counsel took you on with re- 
spect to a letter which was a kindly one written by you. 

Mr. Matusow. Why does not counsel bring in my diary of my pe- 
riod which states the facts? He could have gotten it as well as other 
documents from Judge Dimock’s court. 

Senator Werxer. If you will allow me to make an observation, I 
would not believe your diary if you stood on 18 Bibles. Now that 
is a harsh accusation, but in view of-—— 

Mr. Matusow. Coming from you, it is not. 

Senator Weixer. Where you took the religious vow—you wanted 
to tell the truth, and then you maligned those people who were kind 
to you—that is hard for me to swallow, sir. 

That is all, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHatmman. Proceed. 

Mr. Sourwine. Mr. Matusow, did you join the American Veterans 
Committee ? 

Mr. Marusow. The American Veterans Committee? I seem to re- 
call becoming a member at one time. 

Mr. Sourwine. Do you remember stating that you became a mem- 
ber of AVC for voting only? 

Mr. Marvsow. I do not recall stating that. It is possible I could 
have said that. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did you become a member of AVC but for voting 
only? 

Mr. Matusow. I have no recollections of it now, sir. 
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Mr. Sourwine. Did you refer to AVC as a Communist or Com- 
munist-front organization ? 

Mr. Marusow. I could have. 

Mr. Sourwine. What is it? 

Mr. Marusow. Not to my knowledge. 

Mr. Sourwine. Are you still a member of the American Veterans 
Committee ? 

Mr. Matusow. No; I am not, sir. 

Mr. Sourwine. When did you leave? 

Mr. Matusow. I don’t recall, sir. 

Mr. Sourwitne. Did you give the American Veterans Committee a 
power of attorney when you were seeking disability compensation 
from the Veterans’ Administration ? 

Mr. Marvsow. It is very possible, sir. 

Mr. Sourwine. Is that power of attorney still in force? 

Mr. Marusow. I haven’t the slightest idea, sir. 

Mr. Sourwine. Mr. Matusow, do you know or did you know a Ben 
Bordofsky ¢ 

Mr. Matusow. I did. 

Mr. Sourwine. Is he connected with the Wholesale Book Corp. ? 

Mr. Marvusow. He was at one time connected with it. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did you ever discuss with him the question of what 
literature to push in a Communist bookshop ? 

Mr. Marusow. Might have; it is possible. 

Mr. Sourwtne. Have you stated that you did? 

Mr. Matusow. I probably did. 

Mr. Sourwine. Was it a lie when you so stated? 

Mr. Matusow. If the statement said I discussed Communist litera- 
ture with Mr. Bordofsky in that broad sense, yes, I discussed Com- 
munist literature with him. That is the truth. 

Mr. Sourwrtne. The question was: Did you discuss with him the 
question of what literature to push in the Communist bookshop. 

Mr. Marusow. Well, in a broad sense, sir, I might have; I might not 
have. Id like to see the testimony before I say I did say this or did 
not say this. 

Mr. Sourwrne. Then I asked you if in fact you discussed with him 
the question of what literature to push in a Communist bookshop. 

Mr. Marusow. I possibly could have discussed such matters with 
him. 

Mr. Sourwine. Was Mr. Bordofsky a member of the Communist 
Party? 

Mr. Marvsow. To my knowledge, he was. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did he hold an official position in the party ? 

Mr. Marusow. Well, he was head of Wholesale Book Corp. 

Mr. Sourwrne. What was his official position in the party? 

Mr. Matusow. I don’t recall, sir. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did he have anything to do with the decision or 
the transmission of the decision as to what literature should be pushed 
in Communist bookstores ? 

Mr. Marusow. He could have. 

Mr. Sourwine. How do those answers, Mr. Matusow, jibe with your 
previous testimony that you never discussed with ata never had 
any instructions from anybody, as to the question of what literature 
to push in the Communist bookstores ? 
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Mr. Marusow. Well, I say I could have had such discussions with 
him. I didn’t answer your question. I don’t know what my previous 
testimony is. 

Mr. Sourwrne. Are you now saying that you could have had such 
discussions in spite of previously testifying that you did not have 
such discussions ? 

Mr. Matusow. I could have and—or, I could not have, I don’t 
know—lI don’t remember at this time. 

Mr. Sourwine. Mr. Matusow, did you in the fall of 1952 talk with a 
lawyer or lawyers representing Time magazine ? 

Mr. Marusow. In the fall of 1952? 

Mr. Sourwine. Yes. 

Mr. Matusow. I believe so: a Mr. Doud. 

Mr. Sourwine. Was that in connection with your charge made 
against Time magazine? 

Mr. Matusow. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Sourwine. Have you stated at a press conference, called by 
you or arranged by your publishers, that the idea of your charging 
that there were Communists on the staff of Time magazine was cooked 
up between you and Senator McCarthy on Labor Day, 1952? 

Mr. Marvsow. I don’t think that is the correct substance. 

Mr. Sourwtne. What is it? 

Mr. Marvusow. I said I discussed that matter with Senator Mc- 
Carthy on or about Labor Day of 1952. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did you seek or intend to give at that press con- 
ference the information or the suggestion that that was the first time 
that your naming of Communists on Time magazine had ever come to 
your mind? 

Mr. Matusow. I believe my—the impression I intended to leave was 
the i impression I just left with this committee, that I discussed it with 
Senator McCarthy—that is all the extent of the discussion. 

Mr. Sourwine. As a matter of fact, was that the first time that you 
had discussed that matter with anyone? 

Mr. Marusow. I don’t recall at this time. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did not you, as a matter of fact, discuss that matter 
much earlier with repr esentatives of Time magazine? 

Mr. Marvsow. Pardon me, sir; much earher with representatives 
of Time magazine? 

Mr. Sourwine. Yes. 

Mr. Marusow. Oh, I don’t think so. 

Mr. Sourwrne. Had you discussed it much earlier than Labor Day, 
1952, with anyone ! 

Mr. Matusow. I think I discussed it with representatives of Time 
magazine—just to finish the other answer—some time in early 1953, 
or late 1952, but had I discussed it with anyone, I don’t recall; I 
could have. 

Mr. Sourwine. Don’t you know that you discussed it with a Mr. 
Callas? 

Mr. Marvusow. Very possible that I discussed it with Mr. Callas, 
but I think it was after Labor Day. 

Mr. Sourwine. Will you state that it was? 

Mr. Matusow. I think it was; possibly it was not. 

Mr. Sourwtne. Don’t you know that it was long before Labor Day ? 
Mr. Marvusow. Don’t know one way or another. 
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Mr. Sourwine. Did you ever discuss with Mr. John McTernan 
the matter of your statements about Communists on the staff of Life 
magazine ¢ 

Mr. Marvusow. John McTernan; no, sir. 

Mr. Sourwine. Yes? 

Mr. Marusow. No, sir. 

Mr. Sourwine. Were you ever contacted at any time by anyone 
who asked vou to « hange your testimony ¢ 

Mr. Marvusow. I don’t get your question. 

Mr. Sourwine. At any time? 

Mr. Marvsow. Well, when I talked to the people at Time magazine, 
Mr. McTernar 

The CHarmman. Proceed. 

Mr. Marvsow. I think | was answering your question, sir. 


Mr. Sourwine. The question was whether you had ever been con- 
tacted at a Vy tine DY anyone who asked you to change your testi- 
mony. 


) 
Mr. Marvsow. If by that you mean when I was in contact with the 
attorneys from Time magazine, they wanted to know if my testimony 





was true or false, in that sense ; yes. 

Mr. Sourwine. How about testimony in court; were you ever asked 
by anyone to « ee testimony you had given in court? 

Mr. Marusow. I think you asked me that the other day, if I wanted 
to corr he record. In that sense, yes, too, but also I volunteer to 
hanege testimony which was false, where I gave an affidavit to Mr. 
Witt in beh f of his chent Jen ks, and the other aflidavit. 

Mr. Sourwine. After you had testified against Jencks, did anyone 
come to vo \ ‘k you to change your testimony # 

Mr. Marvsow. No, sir; only in the sense that I volunteer to change 
and correct false statements, but other than that, none. 

Mir. SOURWINE. After you had testified against the second string 
( munist leaders did anyone ever a sk you to change your testimony ¢ 


Mr. Marvsow. No. In the same respect only that I volunteered to 
correct ist fatements. 

Mir. Sourwine. Were vou ever contacted directly by the Mine, Mill 
and Smelter Workers Union 2 


Mr. Marusow. No, sir. 
Mir. Sourwine. Did you ever receive any money from them, directly 


or indirect! vy / 

Mr. M TI sOW., | have been informed by my publishers and by the 
committee in the last few weeks that the Mine, Mill Union has pur 
chased some books—some of my books—and therefore, I have received 


some of their money indirectly through my publishers. 

Mr. Sourwine. Other than that, you have never received any money 
from that union ? 

Mr. Marusow. No, sir; not to my knowledge. 

Vir. Sourwine. Did the Farmers Union ever buy a retraction from 
yous , 

Mr. Marvsow. As I say, I was under the impression that the Farm- 
ers Union was interested in publishing that section of my book that 
dealt with the Farmers Union but, as far as I know, no negotiations 
have ever been entered into, 
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The CHarrman. We will recess now until 10 o’clock Saturday 
morning. 

Mr. Matusow, I am retaining you under subpena. If we need you 
further, you will be notified in plenty of time. I know that you have 
to be in ‘Texas next week. 

Mr. Marvusow. All right, sir. 

Thank you very much. 

(Whereupon, at 5:20 p. m., the subcommittee recessed, to reconvene 
at 10a. m., Saturday, March 5, 1955.) 
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